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Digests of Recent Opinions 


NEGLIGENCE — Conformance | vailing practices do not comport 


with standards of construction 

or custom is of itself never 

conclusive as to absence of 
negligence; it is at most evi- 
dential. 

—Charge that if doors were in 
accordance with construction 
standards when installed, 
there was no duty to do any- 
thing further at the time or 
thereafter is reversible error. 

TRIAL — A statement should 
not be made in the opening 
which counsel does not intend 
to prove or cannot prove and 
the making of such statement 
may be inexcusable conduct 
prejudicial to the opponent. 
Digested from an opinion by 

Schettino, J. A. D. rendered Dec. 

9, 1958. Appellate Div. Shafer v. 

Thomas. For appellant—William 

H. Burns, Jr. (Karkus, Kantor & 

Burns, attys). For respondent 

E. Donald Steinbruggi (John W. 

Taylor, atty). 

Plaintiff appeals from a judg- 
ment on a jury verdict of no 
cause. 

Plaintiff sued for injuries sus- 
tained while entering defend- 
ant’s store. She testified she en- 
tered through the right hand 
door of a set of double swinging 





doors and was struck in the back | 


by someone who pushed the left 
hand door inward, throwing her 
to the floor and inflicting the 
injuries sued upon. She claims 
negligence in the maintenance 
and construction of the doors. 
Her expert testified the doors 
were substandard and danger- 
ous in 1943 when they were in- 
stalled as well as at the time of 
the accident because of failure 
to equip them with checks or 
stops. Defendant’s expert testi- 
fied they were standard in 1943 
but admitted that in the last 5 
to 7 years door checks had be- 
come standard. 

In its charge the court in- 
structed the jury that if the 
doors had been installed in 1943 
in accordance with construction 
standards then existing, there 
was no duty on defendant to do 
anything further at that time 
or in the intervening years and 
that negligence in this case 
could only be based on a devia- 
tion from 1943 construction 
standards. Plaintiff objected that 
even if the construction were 
proper in 1943, it was defend- 
ant’s duty to alter them if they 
were dangerous even if that 
meant complying with later 
Standards, such as installation 
of stops or checks. 

Plaintiff also contends the 
court erred in its charge on cer- 
tain remarks made by defend- 
ant’s counsel in his opening and 
Summation. On those occasions 
Counsel stated that defendant 
though it denied liability, had 
offered to pay plaintiff “her 
medical expenses, plus a little 
ot more”. Defendant’s counsel, 
°n oral argument, conceded he 
made the references to gain the 
jury’s sympathy. In its ch 
‘ne court directed the j 
‘0 consider the offer as an 
Mission of liability. Plaintiff ob- 
d contending that defend- 

















ant’s statement “was a calculat- 
‘d risk, and I think the jury 
should be permitted to make 


what they will of such offer an 
‘0 draw what inferences they 


Ee! 


2 may reasonably be drawn 
‘Tom counsel’s statement...” 
Held: 


Conformance with 
of construction or 
-ustom of itself is never con- 
‘lusive as to the absence of neg- 
“gence, it is at most merely evi- 
Cential. The defendant must 
use reasonable care under all the 
“rcumstances and if the pre- 





to that standard, he may be 
found negligent notwithstanding 
compliance with industry cus- 
tom. 

If the doors were dangerous 
and violative of the duty owed 
by a store owner to its invitee, 
then it would not matter if every 
department store in the state 
had them. Defendant would be 
guilty of negligence. It necessar- 
ily follows that even if the doors 
were standard in 1943 and yet 
dangerous, their continued 
maintenance in that dangerous 
form would be negligence. The 
charge was therefore erroneous. 

The opening statement is in- 
tended generally to inform the 
jurors concerning the nature of 
the action, the issues and the 
facts involved. But no statement 
should be made in the opening 
which counsel does not intend to 
prove or cannot prove. There 
was no justification for counsel’s 
making the statement, which 
he did not intend to prove. Such 


remarks are improper. Counsel, | 
in referring to matters in his) 


opening which he subsequently 
does not attempt to prove may 
be guilty of inexcusable conduct 
prejudicial to the opponent. 


Reversed with costs. 


Federal Tax Lien Hazards 
To Lenders Discussed 


By Lawyers 
ANN ARBOR (ACCN) — Ha- 
zards presented by federal tax 


liens are one of the most seri- 
ous problems confronting lend- 
ers, Robert McKean, Detroit at- 
torney, declared here. 

McKean, partner in the firm 
of Dickinson, Wright, Davis, Mc- 
Kean & Kudlip, spoke at the 
20th Bank Study Conference. 
Colaborating for the two-day 
meeting were the Michigan 
Bankers Assn., State Banking De- 
partment and the UM School of 
Business Administration. 

“Heretofore it was considered 
sound practice to check federal 
tax liens (legal claims on prop- 
erty) as to borrowers only at the 
time of making the loan ar- 
rangement. Now it has become 
evident that further checking is 
necessary, particularly in those 
cases where further advances 
are to be made and in cases of 
revolving credits and accounts 
receivable loans where payments 
are made and reborrowings fol- 
low,” he said. 

“In view of the increasing size 
of federal tax payments, the ex- 
istence of possible federal tax 
liens against borrowers has be- 
come increasingly important,” 
McKean told the bankers. “It 
is evident that careful attention 
should be given to the possible 
existence of such a lien against 

ny borrowers.” 

One of the legal pitfalls in 
lending connected with federal 
liens, McKean said, is “The case 
of a real estate mortgage, where 
a mortgagee cannot safely make 
advances for taxes or insurance 
after a federal tax lien has been 
filed.” 


85 Pass October Bar 
Examination 


The State Bar Examiners last 
week announced that 85 appli- 
cants for admission to the Bar 
who took the October, 1958 at- 
torneys examination had passed 
the test. The new attorneys will 
be sworn in by the Supreme 
Court on December 22nd. One 
hundred and fifty two applicants 
took the test. 


Thirteen of the _ successful 
candidates had not completed 
their clerkships and will not be 


sworn in until their respective 
clerkships are completed. 
Those who passed are: 


Ross Bart Abrash 
Herman A. Adler 
William J. Ahern 
Robert P. Alliegro 
Anthony R. Amabile 


Louis D. Avolio 
Thomas J. Bain 

L. William Balsam 
Bruce F. Banta 
Frederick S. Barnes 
*Herbert Maxwell Barnes 
Lucien Baron 

Eugene B. Beck 
Richard D. Bennett 
*Robert Berenson 
Howard S. Borden, Jr. 
Francis X. Burke. 
Malcolm R. Busch 
Seymour Chase 
Eugene Peter Chell 
Louis Ciarrocca, Jr. 
Robert J. Citrino 
Harris Cotton 

Robert E. Cowen 
Daniel Crystal 

Lowell F. Curran, Jr. 
Victor A. De Filippo 
Edwin C. Eastwood, Jr. 
*Robert E. Glaymon 
Daniel B. Golden 
Richard A. Grossman 
Myron S. Harkavy 
George Harris 

Cowles W. Herr 
Alfred J. Hill 

James Scott Hill 

Louis P. Introcaso 
Herbert Samuel Jacobs 
Marc Joseph 

*Alan R. Kaplan 
Alfred Roland Kinney 
*S. Philip Klein 
Robert F. Konopka 
Richard Kurland 
Theodore J. Labrecque, Jr. 
David Leff 

Vincent N. Marino 
Ralph V. Martin 
William B. McGuire 
*Robert P. McDonough 
John J. McLaughlin 
Joseph R. McMahon 
Dante J. Mercurio 

D. Joseph Mone 
George P. Moser, Jr. 
Rita K. Nadler 
*George J. Nicola 
Daniel J. O’Hern 
Edward A. Olson 
Edward E. Pack 
Frank J. Peterpaul 


Albert Poll 
*Alfred A. Porro 
Bruce M. Ramer 


Charles A. Rooney, Jr. 
*Arthur Rosenberg 
William Elwood Russell 
*Paul N. Silverman 
Henry Michael Spritzer 
Joel Steiger 

Lowell Evan Steigler 
Robert P. Swartz 
Albert B. Thorp 

Bruce A. Tritsch 

M. Richard W. Vail 
Peter Vandervoort 
Henry Rowe Van Houten 
Robert Vogel 

*Harold John Wallum 
John Michael Walsh 





Harold Weideli, Jr. 
Jack Marvin Weiner 
Roch T. Williams 
*Saul Alan Wolfe 
*Gerald Zashin 
*Clerkship not completed. 


N. J. State Bar Examinations 
Attorneys — November, 1958 


(Continued from last week) 

15. L, as landlord, sued T, as 
tenant, to recover rent due, at 
the rate of $200 monthly, under 
the terms of a 2-year written 
lease. At the trial, T offered to 
show 

(a) that, in consideration of 
T’s taking the 2 years’ lease, L 
orally agreed to construct a 2- 
car garage on the premises for 
T’s use during the term of the 
lease, which L failed to con- 
struct; 

(b) that, at the time of execu- 
tion of the written lease, which 
made no reference to repairs, L 
delivered to T an unsigned paper 

|containing a list of repairs and 
verbally agreed that this would 
| be part of the lease and that L 
would make the repairs, and 
thereafter L failed to make 
them; 








Observe Anniversary of 
Bill of Rights 


|Brief Commemorative Program 
| Sponsored by Essex County 
| Bar Ass’n 
ee eee 
| The adoption of the federal 
| Bill of Rights made effective by 
| Virginia on December 15, 1791 
| was observed in exercises held on 
|Monday in Federal Judge Wil- 
|liam F. Smith’s court room in the 
'Federal Building at Newark. 
With the cooperation of Judge 
Smith and his colleagues, Judge 
Thomas F. Meaney, Judge Rich- 
ard Hartshorne, Judge Reynier 
J. Wortendyke, Jr., and Judge 
Mendon Morrill, all of whom sat 
for the proceedings, the Essex 
County Bar Association present- 
ed a brief commemorative pro- 


gram. 

David Stoffer, president of the 
sponsoring association, spoke 
}briefly and introduced Joseph 


Harrison, of Newark, chairman 
of the Standing Committee on 
the Bill of Rights of the Ameri- 
can Bar Association. Arrange- 
iments for the exercises were 
made by Herman J. Harris, 
chairman of the association’s 
program committee. 

Harrison laid stress upon these 
factors: that “latent in every 
breach of constitutional privi- 


leges of the man we hate lies | 


the suggestion that tomorrow our 
own constitutional rights to our 
| properties and lives may be over- 
riden by some momentary ma- 
jority impatient of us;” that 
“underlying the Supreme Court’s 
effective protection of constitu- 
tional privilege, there must be a 
foundation of popular respect 
for our traditional freedoms,” 
that “in our time the Fourteenth 
'Amendment, with its broad con- 
cept of federal protection against 
state wrong has become a part 
of our Bill of Rights” and that 
there was no more appropriate 
function for lawyers, or associa- 
tions of lawyers, than “to par- 
ticipate in the defense of con- 
stitutional rights, even in un- 
popular causes, in whatever 
forum those rights may be put 
in jeopardy.” 
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(c) that, subsequent to execu- 
tion of the lease, L oraly agreed 
to reduce the rent to $100 

| monthly, in consideration of T’s 
oral promise to make certain 
improvements and to cause a 
| tenement house violation to be 

removed, which work T did. 

Should the trial judge admit 

|into evidence the above proofs 

offered by T? 

16. (a) P sued D in the Super- 

ior Court, Chancery Division, to 

|compel D to remove a fence 
|erected by D in 1958 along the 
|boundary line in the 4-foot 
| alleyway between their respec- 
| tive dwellings in Passaic, N. J. 
| P and D each owned 2 feet of 
ithis alleyway, both having ac- 
quired title to their respective 
| properties from a common grant- 
or, C, at the same time in 1925. 
Their deeds made no mention of 
this alleyway but both parties 
|}had used it mutually since 1925. 
|No permission had ever been 
asked for or given by either 
party to the other, and there 
| were no agreements, in writing 
or otherwise, giving either party 
any right to use the alleyway. 


Is P entitled to the relief 
sought by him? 

(b) In 1925, A purchased a 
tract of land 1000 feet square 
on the east side of a highway in 
Morris County, N. J. and erected 
a house on the eastern half 
thereof. In 1939, A conveyed the 
western half of this land to B 
by a deed containing the follow- 
ing reservations: “Reserving 
|unto the grantor, his heirs and 
‘assigns, a right of way over the 
road running in a westerly di- 
rection from the dwelling house 
of the grantor to the said high- 
way, for the use by the owner 
or owners of said house upon 
payment of one-half of the cost 
of upkeep of said road.” In 1943, 
A died leaving a duly executed 
will wherein he devised the 
house and remaining land to his 
widow, W. In 1945, W conveyed 
to X, who, in 1957, opened the 
house, formerly belonging to A, 
as a boarding house. B filed suit 
in the Superior Court, Chancery 
| Division, to restrain the use of 
the said road except by X and 
| his family. 


What judzment 
court render? 

17. In 1958, Paulson, a retail 
jeweler in Vineland, N. J., de- 
termined to sell his business at 
private sale, because of his in- 
ability to attend to business due 
to his ill health, and because of 
diminishing sales. Pletcher 
agreed to purchase the good will, 
furniture, futures, stock in trade 
and all other physical assests of 
the business for $2500. Both 
parties engaged Winslow, a local 
attorney, to handle the legal 
details of the transaction. 

What instruments should Win- 
slow prepare and what should 
he do to protect both parties? 

18. The Ace Loan Co., a duly 
authorized small loan corpora- 
tion, lent $500 to Smith, at its 
office in Newark, N. J. The loan 
was needed to pay a hospital 
bill for the care of Smith’s wife. 
In processing this loan, the Ace 
Loan Co. obtained the following 
instruments signed by Smith: 

(a) A certificate of title to 
Smith’s car, duly assigned to Ace 
Loan Co. 

(b) A mortgage, duly recorded, 
on Smith’s household goods and 
furniture, in favor of Ace Loan 
Co. 


“(Continued on page 7, col. 1) 
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MECHANICS LIENS — NOTICES 
OF INTENTION — A notice of 
intention by a subcontractor 
in the usual form need not 
name the owner of the lands 
under par. (c) to entitle the 


subcontractor to a special judg- | 
ment against the lands for | 


materials furnished to 
general contractor. 

—A notice of intention giving 
the contractor’s trade name 
only is sufficient and can be 
corrected to give the individ- 
ual trading under the trade 
name by amendment under 
N. J. S. 24:44-73 if necessary. 
Digested from a per curiam 

opinion rendered Dec. 5, 1958. 

Appellate Div. Apex v. Kersner 

and West. For appellant — Louis 

Asarnow. 

Plaintiff instituted a mechan- 
ic’s lien action in the District 
Court seeking a general judg- 
ment against Hyman Kersner 
trading as Jersey Homes, the 
general contractor, and a. spec- 
ial judgment against the prem- 
ises of Mr. & Mrs. West in which 
Kersner had made repairs. The 
trial judge refused to enter judg- 
ment against the lands of the 
Wests. Plaintiff appeals. 

It is not disputed that plain- 
tiff furnished materials to the 
general contractor which were 
used in making the repairs, and 
that a notice of intention in the 
usual form was filed prior there- 
to. The trial judge stated that 
the only reason he refused this 
special judgment was because in 
the notice of intention “the only 
party designated as the party to 
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, |44-73. 


Reversed and remanded for 
of special judgment 


the general contractor”. It was against the lands. 


his opinion that he was required 
to so hold by the decision in 


Zawaski v. Cole, 48 N. J. Super. | 


390. 

The Notice of Intention, in the 
usual form, in par. (a) stated 
that “Hubert and Patrick West” 


were the owners of the lands to | 
which the lien might attach; in | 
par. (b) the lands were describ- | 
;ed, and in par. (c) that the labor | 


and/or materials would be sup- | 


plied on the order of and at the 


|expense of Jersey Homes. 


Defendants also contended the 
notice was deficient because in 


| par. (c) the contractor is describ- 


ed as Jersey Homes instead of 
Hyman Kersner trading as Jer- 
sey Homes. 

Held: The trial court erred in 


|his construction of the decision 


| limitation 





|named as 


in the Zawaski case. That deci- 
sion did not state that for the 
lien to attach the supplier or 
laborer has to name the owner 
in par. (c). All that was there 
decided was that work done by a 


subcontractor under a new con- | 


tract directly with the owners 
could not be tacked on to work 
done by him prior thereto under 
proper notice of intention 
naming the then general con- 
tractor in par. (c), in order to 
bring the claim under the notice 
of intention within the 4 month 
for suit. The court 
then pointed out that when the 
subcontractor subsequently en- 
tered into a new and separate 
agreement with the 
they would have to have been 
the person to be 
charged in paragraph c, and 
that the earlier notice of 
intention could not be amended 
to include the owners in par. (c) 
as that would be a displacement 


a 


of the notice actually filed and 
la retroactive substitution of an 


intention in fact fictitious at the 


| time of filing. 


The notice here involved was 


isufficient and it was not neces- 


sary to name the owners under 
paragraph c, since plaintiff was 


a subcontractor who had no 
contractual relations with the 
owner and the materials were 


not to be furnished at the own- 
er’s order or expense. 

The use of the trade name 
alone in the notice of intention 
was sufficient. Even if 


and the defect, if the 
trial judge considered it one, 
could have been corrected by 
amendment under N. J. S. 2A: 


owners 
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owners, | 


| 


it were ! 
insufficient, no prejudice could | 
have resulted therefrom to the | 


DAMAGES — Where physicians 
bill is for services rendered in 

| treatment of accidental injury 
and also for treatment of non- 
accident related condition and 
is not broken down, it is fair 
and proper for the court to 
allocate a reasonable propor- 
tion of the bill to damages for 
the accident and to deduct or 
disallow the portion allocated 
to other treatment. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Goldman, S. J. A. D. rendered 
Dec. 5, 1958. Appellate Div. Men- 
gle v. Shields. For appellant — 
Albert Boyd Sharp. For respond- 


ents—Charles A. Cohen (E. 
George Aaron, atty). 

Defendant appeals from a 
judgment in plaintiff’s favor 


following a trial withcut a jury. 
Plaintiff, Mrs. Mengel, sued for 
personal injuries sustained when 
she, a pedestrian, was in an ac- 
cident with defendant’s car. Mr. 
Mengle sued per quod. 

Mrs. Mengel was an epileptic 
and had been treated by Dr. 
Burnell twice a week for many 
years. Following the accident Dr. 
Burnell treated her for her in- 


juries as well as for her epileptic 
condition. His bill was $432 but 
was not broken down as to 
charges for treatments for the 


epileptic condition and for the 
accidental injuries. The court de- 
cided to allocate two-thirds of 
the doctor’s bill to the accident. 

Defendant contends that the 
evidence does not support the 
lverdict as to liability that it 
}does not support the award of 
$2,750 to Mrs. Mengel and that 
| the court erred in charging the 
i'defendant with any part of Dr. 
Burnell’s bill since Mrs. Mengle 
|would in any event have had to 
lcontinue her treatments for 
lepilepsy and defendant should 
|not be charged with any part of 
ithe bill merely because the doc- 
tor also treated her for the ac- 
'cident injuries. 
| Held: Negligence was clearly a 
factual issue for resolution by 
the trial judge and there was 
jample evidence to support his 
lfinding of defendant’s negli- 
lgence. And, on the record, the 
}award to Mrs. Mengel was not 
}excessive. 

The real argument concerns 
the award to Mr. Mengel per 
quod and Dr. Burnell’s bill. There 
is no decision or authority deal- 
ing with the question raised by 
defendant as to the doctor’s bill. 
The closest is the English case of 
Shearman v. Polland in which 
the Court of Appeals reversed a 
deduction of plaintiff’s living ex- 
penses at the rate she had been 
paying from an allowance made 
for the cost of her stay in a 
nursing home which was re- 
quired as a result of the acci- 
dent. Plaintiff had spent 55 
weeks in the nursing home. The 
Court of Appeals rejected this 
deduction on the ground there 
was no evidence as to what part 
of the nursing home bill was for 
board and lodging and also on 
the ground that the precise man- 
ner in which plaintiff had lived 
was a collateral matter. How- 
ever the court said defendant 
should be given some deduction 
for the cost of food for which 
plaintiff would otherwise have 
had to pay and permitted a 
deduction of one pound per week 
therefor. 

In the instant case there was 
no error in the trial court’s allo- 
cation of two-thirds of the doc- 
tor’s bill to the accident. It was 
jan entirely fair and common- 
sense result thus to allocate a 
reasonable proportion of the bill 
to the accident where the doc- 


}tor had not broken down his bill 


for the various treatments rend- 
ered. However the court made a 


| mathematical error of $42 in cal- 


culating the allocation. The 
judgment is reduced accordingly 
and the matter remanded for 


entry of an amended judgment | |} 


accordingly. Costs to plaintiff. 


'TRIAL — It is error to charge 
the jury that it may award 
damages on an element or is- 
sue not raised in the pleadings, 
contained in the pretrial order, 
nor tried out by consent. 

TRIAL — JURIES — It is im- 
proper on voir dire to ask a 
juror whether he would have 
any objection to bringing in a 
sizeable verdict in a specified 
sum; such inquiry is not with- 
in the objectives defined in 
N. J. S. 24:78-4 of inquiry to 
disclose whether a juror is 
qualified, impartial and with- 
out interest in the result. 

TRIAL DAMAGES The 
Botta case rule barring state- 
ments by counsel as to figures 
or amounts of verdicts which 
the jury may or can consider 
applies only to personal injury 
cases and does not apply to 
claims for property damage. 
Digested from an opinion by 

Price, S. J. A. D. rendered Dec. 

5, 1958. Appellate Div. Paradossi 

v. Reinauer. For appellant—John 

W. Griggs (Morrison, Lloyd & 

Griggs, attys.) For respondent— 

Nelson G. Gross (Mortimer L. 

Mahler, atty). 

Defendant appeals from a 
judgment on a jury verdict for 
$18,250. The action was based on 
defendant’s alleged violation of 
a lease. By the lease defendant 
leased a portion of its premises 
to plaintiff for operation of a 
diner which defendant sold to 
plaintiff. On the unleased por- 
tion of the premises defendant 
operated a gas station. The lease 
included, in addition to the area 
described, “the right of ingress 
and egress across the driveway 
adjoining the diner”. The drive- 
way and its location were not 
further identified in the lease 
and the true location of the 
driveway was one of the maj- 
or issues. In 1957 defendant 
demolished the existing gas 
station and erected a new one 
which encroached for a _ few 
feet on a portion of the lands 
demised to plaintiff and which 
plaintiff contends encroached 
upon and interfered with the 
aforesaid driveway rights. De- 
fendant denied it encroached 
on or interfered with the 
driveway rights. The complaint 
contained no allegation that 
the gas station encroached 
on the demised premises; only 
that it deprived plaintiff of his 
rights in the driveway. The pre- 
trial order sets forth the same 
contentions and describes the 
legal issues as “breach of con- 
tract & terms of lease’. The 
issue of encroachment on the 
demised premises was not tried 


out though mentioned in the 
evidence. 
Defendant asserts the court 


erred in charging the plaintiff's 
contention was that defendant 
had erected a building in viola- 
tion of the lease across the 
driveway and on part of the de- 
mised premises and that if the 
jury found the building was not 
on the driveway at all there 
could be no damages for en- 
croachment on the driveway but 
“you would have a right to give 
damages for encroachment upon 
the part of the premises that 
were demised”. 

Additionally defendant con- 
tends the court erred in denying 
its motion for mistrial made 
when on voir dire plaintiff’s 


| ; : 
| counsel asked a juror if he would 
|have any objection to “bringing 


in a sizeable verdict in the sum 
of approximately $40,000”. De- 
fendant contends this was con- 
trary to the Botta case rule and 
prejudicial. 

Held: The case serves to em- 
phasize the importance of 
thorough pretrial conference 
and pretrial order. 

There was no proof of dam- 
ages flowing from encroachment 
on the demised lands, and n 
allegation thereof, and this issue 
was not tried out. Under 
challenged portion of the charg: 
the jury’s verdict may therefore 
have been based on an element 
of damages not raised in the 
pleadings, not contained in 
pretrial order, nor tried by con- 
sent. The judgment must there- 
fore be reversed and a new trial 
granted. 

The rationale of the Botta c 
is not limited to statements 
to figures and amounts of dam- 
ages made in summation. Th¢ 
type of statements therein c 
demned are equally prejudicial 
if made on the opening or 
voir dire. But the Botta case r 
does not apply, as defendant 
contends, to all cases of unii- 
quidated damages. It is limited 
to personal injury cases. 
does not apply to cases, such 
here involved, for property dam 
age, where the jury is required 
to consider expert testimony giv 
ing precise figures for the dam- 
ages claimed. 

However, the question was im- 
proper on voir dire. N. J. S. 2A 
78-4 states examination on voir 
dire “shall be permitted for t 
purpose of disclosing whether or 
not the juror is qualified, impar- 
tial and without interest in the 
result of the action”. The ques- 
tion here asked is unrelated to 
the objectives defined in the 
statute. It was inappropriate 
and should not be repeated. 

Reversed and new trial grant- 
ed, casts to abide the event 


+1 
til 
the 


Announcement 


Charles M. Egan, Jr. has moved 
his offices to 10 Park Place, Mor- 
ristown. His phone number will 
continue to be Jefferson 8-7483 
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[ physican, and suggested he ad- | 
| minister an injection of penicil- | 
jlin. The 











in 1950. Subsequently plaintiff 
revised her claim so as to waive 
any payments subsequent to her 


not make any order as to ali- 
mony except that upon applica- 
tion of the former husband and 





not within common knowledge 
and experience. 
Digested from an opinion by 


King, attys). For respondent — 
Harvey G. Stevenson (Stevenson 
& Willette, attys). 

















by the particular circumstances 
is within the 
of laymen. 


common knowledge 


qualified to say that a good doc- 
tor would not do what defendant 
did. Expert testimony is there- 
fore generally held to be indis- 


|duction from benefits but this 
was expressly changed by the 
| 1954 amendments. 


|der earlier provisions minimum 
income in each month was re- 
quired for deduction for that 
month, the act as effective in 





a ALIMONY — On remarriage of jing of any order touching the he defendant responded, 

7 the wife, all arrearages of ali- alimony of such wife and impose |2"4 after taking some history, in | SOCIAL SECURITY against each month at $80 per 
mony then due become unen- on the court a mandatory duty |Which plaintiff informed de-| On June 1, 1954 the claimant, | month in reverse order from the 
forceable and all provisions for to vacate any and all provisions | f€®dant he had on at least two!Towson Price, filed an applica- end of the year, for every $80 
alimony must be annulled on for alimony for the former wife. |Pi0r occasions received injec-| tion for social security benefits. |€amned during the year in excess 
application of the former hus- This of necessity includes can- |"0Ms of penicillin in his right | On July 10, 1954 he was awarded Of $1200. As Price’s earnings ex- 
band. cellation of arrearages since ar- | Puttock, defendant administered | monthly benefits which were paid ceeded $2,080 and he rendered 

—The right of a husband to ap- rearages do not become vested |2" injection of “bicillin” to|through the year 1955, the pay- Services throughout the year, 
ply for cancellation of all pro- until the court enters an order | Plaintiff's right buttock. An al-| ments in 1955 totalling $1,182, the deduction for every month 

j visions for alimony on the for- fixing them and such orders as ,™0St instantaneous reaction Oc-|Dequctions were subsequently Was proper. 

| mer wife’s remarriage is not well as any orders for contempt |°U!Ted in the right leg resulting | imposed for all months of 1955| It is a general rule that pen- 

] personal and passes to his per- or to enforce collection of ali- |!" Jury to the leg and foot re- |pecause claimant had earnings sion funds and payments there- 
sonal representative where he mony are forbidden by the stat- @UIring subsequent hospitaliza- | of over $2,080 from his self-em-|from are a gratuitous allowance 
dies without making such ap- ute. And, neither the statute nor bers and ee 8 he i ‘ployment in the practice of law | by the particular governmental 
plication. the public policy underlying it | W%0 24¢ remained with plaintiff, | nq worked for 12 month in that | body creating and authorizin 

ALIMONY — SUPPORT—Where ™ake the right to apply for can- bese d “how the contents of ! year. Saeed cadens ne rei aan paaniar 
: ; > hypoderm e \¢ 
single allowance is made for Céllation personal to the hus- |'0¢ YI! me needle can get! $1182 was accordingly demand- thereto be voluntary or compul- 
= support of wife and child and aa Where he has — before nye the area of the sciatic | eq Claimant opened his private sory. As a consequence, a bene- 
she subsequently remarries, aking appropriate application, 2 law practice on Jan. 1, 1955 ficiary does not acquire a vested 
3 : p : * his representativ é ,| Plaintiff also adduced expert | i 
: allowance is not automatically is representative, as here, may , : exp i right to an ayments except 
divided in half and continued 2PPly for. such modification and |t¢Stmony that the condition i sence teeoan eoneton oe — those watered nae actually oo 
for the child, but may be mod- it will relate nunc pro tune as | SUbsequently had was a result of | 1506 oF aw ae: a = aa te come due and owing to the bene- 
ified to fix allowance for the Of the date of the wife’s remar- Jarier salen jee offered the ‘Social ‘aeuts ‘i ok ficiary. Additionally, the Social 
- } are iage all unpaid alimony additional pre é ne injur mantle sick i i ; 
ene memati on application i all unpaid alimony and pence rece tie heir Se ra learnings cannot constitute a rage Par noe states Pye 
o the court. S . {Pitas aaa team ee F i i is “the ri o alter, amend or 
; Digested from an opinion by The contention that plaintiff | UTY _ the sciatic nerve. | Pass, pega agate repeal pol provision of this 
Hegarty, J. S. C. rendered Dec. 9, is entitled to one half the prior |Plaintiff failed to adduce any| 7 40 a awarded benefits Chapter is reserved to Congress.” 
1958. Chancery Div. Ferreira v. Weekly award for support of the josaaence as to the standard of | in got a Repent —_ 0 Samana. ta alee 
Lyons. For plaintiff — Harold Child after her remarriage is ar- |C@T€ ana Skil! to be exercised by | imposed only for earnings in | that the claimant's benefits could 
Krieger (John J. Carlin, appear- bitrary and avoids any reference |® PHysician in administering a sane em oe ment and that ot be constitutionally altered 
ing). For defendant—Kreamer to gainful employment of the nypetermic nese (tie ae he nena wah beuntie after they were once awarded 
& Kreamer (Albert H. Kreamer, infant prior to her reaching the |t0ck, or any evidence as to the! vnictive Jan. 1.1955 should be Must fail under the cases and 
appearing) ’ age of 21 years. The right to |™anner in which defendant ad- fprecaenennl ys 05g Aina : under the specific reservation of 
i In 1934 plaintiff nie aenied mold the decree is of course in |™Ministered the injection. | construed to limit such deduc- tae gr Act 
I ¢ ie: tae dota rae the court’s discretion. The motion for dismissal was | Hons — to covered employ- : Opini eh: ent d —— 
’ : : it, é There is a question whether, |anted on the grounds plaintiff | ™ent (3) that even if deductions Opinion by Wortendyke, J. in 
Lyons, and awarded custody of adie dex ; railed |are to be made, no deductions Price v. Folsom filed Dec. 12, 1958. 

‘ their infant daughter. The judg- under the circumstances, recov- | 4d failed to establish by expert |) iq be made for the months | Civil 970-57 

= ment nisi also granted her $20 ery can be had for the claimed |tesumony the requisite degree | 7 iu he earned less than $80 semincetegvaniiaatit 

: per week as support for herself 4rrearages for the child. How- of professional skill demanded | d (4) th 1 a ie d . 

. aineh tine chite ees ever, plaintiff waived all claims |°f 2 physician in such ministra- bent ke pm pean vested Senate Fails To Act On 

: ses " tions and e |rights under the act as it was a . 

In 1942 plaintiff remarried. for any payments due after her Hosier ee Figen vee by sich | 1954 ig Be was wunsded tite Tax Appeal Division Bill 

n- Noses : estimony that defendant hadj|,°*" . : ee Raa i H 
The daughter became 21 in 1950 remarriage. lbe w ss 

2A and was married the same year. Plaintiff has failed to substan- |NOt exercised that degree of sieaionaite iaamien ho donee — —— 
oir rons died testate in tiate her claim for arrearages. |Knowledge and skill which usu- |’ : ees cilia 

Frank Lyons died testate in Ses. | ; ey E !quent change imposing deduc- The Senate Republican major- 

‘ 1955. Plaintiff thereupon filed a Her complaint is dismissed and |@lly pertains to other members ‘tions for non-covered self em-| ity failed ti t on the Assembl 

i claim with his executrix for ar- the counterclaim is granted. of his profession. Plaintiff urged | ; ie io psaigicet yen mi 
yar- rearages in payments of ung 2 ; {that such proof was not neces- | aan panagain ; measure spansared hy aap sevtin 

é under the 1934 judgment total. MALPRACTICE — RES IPSA —|SrY as the res ipsa loquitur doc- | _ Held: In 1954, when Price was|men  Stepacol and Wegner 

ues" ing $14,36155 with interest Ordinarily the res ipsa loquitur | Tine applied |first awarded benefits, income | which would have allowed de 
: in 5 i witn interest ’ ‘ . } ae ; . j ’ was rmi j é é a 
At thereon making a total of doctrine does not apply to; Held: Neither improper diag- | from the practice of law was pir aairiios —_ anya = 
ee L 15 a WOlAl p eg cea ae >" |neither covered by the Act nor most instances by an individual 
ie $20,763.56. The executrix denied | medical malpractice cases and | nosis nor impropriety of treat- | —oiig such income be used as a| member of the Division of Tax 
ve payment. Plaintiff thereupon in- it is necessary to establish by | Ment are involved here. The sole | aserisiye-wonegige~nn-teliagys sanresagan diag eetg ee : dieggliiedd? 
he . alle RROR SLES See i “anes : oe ERLE Me ~~ | basis for deduction from pay- Appeals. The bill also required 
itiated the instant proceedings expert testimony the standard |1ssue is whether defendant in- nts. However. in 1954 Con- that all members of the Division 
against the executrix to recover of care demanded of a physi- serted the needle in an unortho- | escanggglbn ton ill Acapellas z pang 
5 : . a ECC : : : ; . a 6 gress amended sections 403(b), be attorneys. Its purpose was to 
the arrearages stated with inter- cian in the circumstances and | dox manner or at an unorthodox ; Se Sake 7 ; = 
“5 seh wee Aca tabet Ree Ptien ieffective Jan. 1, 1955 so that self obviate the present requirement 
est. Defendant counte 1imed a dev iation therefrom. Site. | ¢ . A . 

: Ri Paap ste ws . a Be ee See ae ee jemployment in the practice of that determinations be by the 
to annul and vacate the order —The res ipsa doctrine may ap- Proof of the standard of care liom ti ton derived | full divisi Tt was honed there 
for support ply in an appropriate medical demanded of a physician and|j2¥ ane te income  cerive eye rennin Boineriting ie 

rer RAE eee : ; , ; ; ; gs caicaa Sp ees cS : therefrom, although not covered by to lessen the case backlog in 
d Plaintiff first contended she malpractice action where the the deviation from that stand- | der th t in 1955. is to be the Divisi 
Mor- was entitled to alimony for her- requirements for application of ard are ordinarily elements es- | 1” as d " ming: met rita on ast ot sre anna 
-7483 to her remarriage in 1942 and injury to sciatic nerve result- | tion. It is essential to establish | *? os a on mnie cae dia deaf ear to the State Bar As- 
aeenen thereafter one half of the $20 ing from hypodermic needle that standard by expert testi- bee we re = sg si ja sociation’s recommendation that 
| weekly as support for the child injection is not such case since mony except those unusual |"?! hia pe stig eg a the Division be replaced by a 
} until she attained her majority factors of such injections are cases where the conduct required |covered work as a basis for d€- ax Court which could be part 


of the judicial system but con- 
tinued to hold up the confirma- 
tion of William C. Gotshalk to 











remarriage. Haneman, J. A. D. rendered Dec. | The res ipsa loquitur doctrine| Nor is the contention that de- fill the vacancy on the Division. 
Held: RS. 2A:34-25 provides 5, 1958. Appellate Div. Toy v.|@0eS not ordinarily apply to |ductions should not be made for ——__ = —— 
7 that if after divorce the wife Rickert. For appellant — Francis |™edical malpractice cases be- — a a wee oe Soe . ceo 
shall remarry, the court shall J. Beyrent (Schenck, Smith & |C@use ordinarily laymen are not | $80 was earned sound. While un- HARRY A. TAYLOR 


and Associates 
REAL ESTATE APPRAISERS 











proof of the remarriage, the Plaintiff appeals from a judg- espe Bir SONSULTANT. 
court shall vacate and annul ment of dismissal with prejudice |Pensable t finding of negli- | 1955 fixes no minimum monthly na = e f 
—— _— —_— - } ese le geen aaa z requirement but makes the de- Member of American Institute o 
ia any provisions of any order or entered on defendant’s motion at ence. But there is no reason : Real Estate Appraisers 
wo judgment directing payments the end of plaintiff’s case. not to apply the doctrine to|terminant merely whether dur- f 
id, for the support of the wife. The On the evening of Feb. 17, 1956,;™edical malpractice actions 18 Slant srecentay Sie channnns Wee 23 South Harrison Street 
provisions of the statute are plaintiff, feeling he was getting;Where plaintiff's proofs meet engaged in self employment and | gast Orange, N.J. ORange 3-8100 
mandatory and forbid the mak- a cold, called defendant, a local |the requirements laid down for then sept “ie commen ———______— 
es application of the doctrine. oe er me 
ia Those requirements are (a) the|}| HAVE IT REPORTED — THE RECORD NEVER FORGETS 





nd 





ANY | (e) there is no indication that | 
THROUGHOUT NEW JERSEY the injury the result of CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 
plaintiff’s own voluntary act or DEPOSITION SPECIALISTS 
3ank neglect. 
In medical malpractice cases, | 24 COMMERCE STREET 
to conclude that the occurrence | NOTARIES PUBLIC NEWARK 2, N. J. 
—— bespeaks negligence, requires a Master of the Superior Court MArket 2-6644 
es - e P @ determination that the common | 





n ligence of the physician. There Prompt—Accurate—Reasonable 
are many variables and impond- ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States 
ees) erables concerning hypodermic Courts. 
injections which are not within CERTIFICATES of regularity of proceedings or corporate 
e the common knowledge and ex- standing. 
. NEW JERSEY REALTY perience of men. These factors SEARCHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States 
said ‘lend meaning to the ordinary Courts. 
or TITLE INSURANCE co. jrules requiring expert proof of INFORMATION and forms in any of the departments at 
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NEW 


ARK 








occurrence itself ordinarily be- | 


(b) the in- 
within de- 


speaks negligence 
strumentality was 
fendant’s exclusive 


knowledge or experience of or- 
dinary laymen is such that they 
can infer that the harm could 
not have eventuated but for neg- 


|standard and deviation in such 
icases. The instant case is not a 
proper one for invoking the aid 


control and | 


LOUIS 


/ and Associates 


— Air-Conditioned Deposition Suite — 


KABOT 








Trenton. 








TRENTON @ HACKENSACK e CAMDEN of the res ipsa doctrine because NATIONAL NEWARK & 
: e \it lacks the first essential re- ESSEX BLDG., 
NEW BRUNSWICK @ FREEHOLD a ‘ s al re NEWARK 2, N.J. 
pega Tel. MArket 3-2200 
: Affirmed. | 
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a 5 Greetings 


To our Judges who administer justice sublime, 

To the Executive who appoints them from time to time, 
To our Senators who confirm them once in awhile, 

To the taxpayers who pay them, we hope with a smile, 
To all New Jersey lawyers from the Delaware to the coast, 
To the lawyer who serves in a government post, 

To the lawyer who works for a compensatory fee, 

To the defender of indigents who works for free, 

To the lawyers who give of their time so much 

To causes-charitable, political, civic and such, 

To the teachers of law for their efforts so selfless, 

To the students of law whose clerkships are pelfless, 
To those secretaries and clerks 

Who are really the works, 

To those public employees who ease lawyers’ chores, 
To our readers at home or on distant shores, 

To all loyal attendants at bar association meetings 

We heartily extend, THE SEASON’S GREETINGS. 


THE LICENSE REVOCATION SYSTEM AND 
THE MUNICIPAL COURTS 


The Attorney General of New Jersey has announced that ef- 
fective January 1, 1959, the State will adopt a system of mandatory 
license revocation for certain classes of speeding offenses. The new 
system will be put into effect through the promulgation of rules 
and regulations by the Director of Motor Vehicles pursuant to the 
authority conferred upon him by RS. 39:4-6. This section in 
conjunction with R.S. 39:5-30, which empowers the Director to 
revoke or suspend driving licenses for motor vehicle violations, 
would seem adequate statutory authority for the inauguration of 
the new system at least at the executive level. See Sylcox v. Dear- 
den, 30 N. J. Super. 325 (App. Div. 1954). 


But, according to the announcement, the new system is to be | 


implemented not at the executive level as in the case of the 12- 
point revocation system now in effect, but through the action of 
the magistrates of the local municipal courts. The question thus 
presents itself precisely in what manner an officer of the executive 
branch of government can set into motion a new schedule of 
punishments for quasi-criminal offenses, the schedule to be opera- 
tive in the judicial branch without express legislative sanction. 
The legislature has prescribed the punishment for speeding violat- 


ors as not including revocation of license. See R.S. 39:4-104. While | 


it is true that the legislature has also empowered the magistrates 
to revoke licenses for “willful” violations of the motor vehicle laws, 
see R.S. 39:5-31, it has also committed that punishment to the 
discretion of the judicial officer, and it is the essence of discretion 
that it be exercised according to the circumstances of the individ- 
ual case—which surely is the antithesis of the mandatory revoca- 
tion system now proposed. 

Hence, there would appear to be no express statutory authority 
for the implementation of the new system through the judicial 
branch of government, in this instance, the muncipal courts. 
Success of the venture therefore must rest upon the voluntary 
cooperation of the local magistrates, and toward that end, the 
assistance of the Chief Justice has been solicited in effecting com- 
pliance by the 425 magistrates presently presiding over the 489 
separate municipal courts in the state. 

Precisely what form the action of the Chief Justice will take 
to achieve the desired result is not now known. But those who have 
read the recent address of the Chief Justice on the status of the 
municipal courts (see 81 N. J. L. J. 597, November 27, 1958) will 
recognize as monumental the task of achieving precise judicial 
uniformity at the magisterial level on a purely voluntary basis. 
It may well be necessary if the new system is to be uniformly and 
successfully applied, for the Director to resort to the use of his own 
revocation procedures under R.S. 39:5-30, or even the more drastic 
procedure of exercising the powers of a presiding magistrate under 
RS. 39:5-2. 





Notice To The Bar 


During the Christmas re- 
|cess, December 22, 1958 to 
January 2, 1959, inclusive, 
| Judge Donald M. Waesche has 
been designated as the Su- 
perior Court judge on duty 
for the purpose of hearing 
any emergent matters. Dur- 
ing this period he will be 
|available either at his cham- 
bers in the Court House, 
| | Hackensack (telephone Dia- 
| |mond 2-2200) or at his home 
| 





(telephone Teaneck 6-0036). 
Edward B. McConnell 
Administrative Director of 

the Courts 


| 
| 
| 


| 

| Legal Checkup Clinic 
| For Business Men 

| Out of the state of Indiana 
'has come an interesting idea for 
la “Legal Checkup Clinic” spons- 
|ored by a bar association. Its 
| purpose was to acquaint business 
|men of the community with the 
| value of checking up periodically 
/on the legal status of their en- 
| terprises. In effect, the clinic was 
}a variation of the Michigan an- 
}nual legal checkup plan. It was 
| aimed specifically to reach busi- 
|ness men. 

| The Indiana experiment was 
| arranged by the Allen County 
|Bar Association, at Fort Wayne, 
lin cooperation with the Indiana 
State Bar Association and the 
Fort Wayne Chamber of Com- 
|merce. It was confined to the 
afternoon of a single day, and 
began with a luncheon. Mem- 
bers of the bar association were 
invited to attend and to bring 
with them one or two clients 
from the business community. 
Attendance was 170 persons. The 
registration fee of $3 included 
the luncheon ticket. 

Three out-of-town lawyer 
speakers were presented, each 
talking on a practical phase of 
business law. The subjects were 
“Estate and Tax Planning”, 
“Corporations”, and ‘Taxes.’ 
The discussions were in layman’s 
language, keyed to _ practical 
problems connected with the 
three topics. 

Following the discussions by 
the speakers, an opportunity was 
|provided for questions from the 
audience. The results were term- 
ed “highly successful” by officials 
'of the Allen County Bar. They 
said it was so successful that the 
Chamber of Commerce has pro- 
posed that it be repeated, and 
| the Indiana State Bar has of- 
| fered to furnish information 
}and guidance in arranging sim- 
lilar clinics to other bar associa- 
tions in the state. 


Yale Law Alumni 
Luncheon 





| 


The Yale Law School Associa- 
tion will hold its annual Lunch- 
eon at noon on Friday, January 
30, 1959 at the Waldorf-Astoria 
Hotel, New York City. 

The principal speaker will be 
the Hon. Malcolm A. MacIntyre, 
| Under Secretary of the Air Force. 
Reservations may be made 





Judge Tomasulo's Motion | 


Dates Changed | | 


lanreieeinenelleaea | 

Judge Nicholas A. Tomasulo | 
will hear matrimonial motions | 
in Elizabeth on alternate Fri- | 
days commencing with Friday, 
January 9, 1959, and the fall 
term motions will be heard on 
alternate Fridays commencing 
Friday, September 11, 1959. The 
dates shown on page 29 of the 
1959 Lawyers Diary should be 
changed accordingly. 


Who's Most Paid Justice? 
No, Not U.S. Chief Justice 


CHICAGO (ACCN)—The high- 
est-paid judge in the U. S. is not 
Chief Justice Warren, who earns 
$35,500 a year, nor the chief Jus- 
tice of New York state’s highest 
court who earns $39,000. Prob- 
ably it is the probate judge of 
Hartford, Conn., -who last year 
netted $42,058 in fees, the Amer- 
ican Judicature Society Journal 
says. 

Other fee-paid justices may 
earn more and many earn al- 
most as much according to the 
society. 

Justices of the peace and some 


'other local judges generally are 


paid a percentage of the fines 
or other judgme rendered 
rather than a salary. The system 
began in rural areas years ago 
because the judicial job was too 
small to warrant a Salary and 
the fines too minor and too few 
to corrupt the local judge. 

Now, the society observes, fee- 
paid justice is big business and 
open to the criticism of Chief 
Justice William Howard Taft a 
generation ago that such a judge 
has “a direct, personel, substan- 
tial pecuniary interest in reach- 
ing a conclusion against [the 
defendant].”’ 


Room At N.Y.U. Law 
Center Dedicated To 
Arthur Garfield Hays 


A room in Vanderbilt Hall, the 
home of New York University’s 


Ate 


ils 





Law Center at 40 Washington 
Square South, was dedicated 
last Friday, to Arthur Garfield 


Hays, the late attorney and gen- 
eral counsel of the American 
Civil Liberties Union. 

The room, number 312, was 








named the “Arthur Garfield 

Hays Civil i Memorial 

Room.” It ain an oil 

portrait and a of Mr. Hays. 
t 


will be 
other papers pertaining to his 
career. 

The principal speakers were 


Osmond K. Fraenkel, attorney 
and colleague of Mr. Hays, and 
Roger Baldwin, retired executive 
secretary of the American Civil 
Liberties Union. Professor Don- 
ald H. Wollett of the law school 
presided. 

Earlier this semester NYU 
established an Arthur Garfield 
Hays Civil Liberties Memorial 
Program in research and teach- 
ing at its School of Law. The 
program was set up with the 





It is also reasonably foreseeable that the inauguration of the 


financial support of friends and 
admirers of the late attorney. 


through Axel H. Baum, Esq., One 
Wall Street, New York 5, N. Y. 
new mandatory revocation system will pose urgent administrative 
problems for our archaic municipal court structure. The Attorney 
General has estimated that 50,000 licenses will be revoked under 
the new regulation during the coming year. With the precious 
driving privileges at stake, it is evident that thousands upon 
thousands of once-routine and uncontested traffic cases are now 
going to be vigorously litigated. What the effect will be upon the 
calendars and the personnel of the part-time municipal courts is 
fairly certain if the case load develops in accordance with the 
Attorney General’s prediction; it is doubtful whether our present 
municipal court system can effectively handle the job which is 
being assigned to it. 

All of which should serve to focus attention upon the recent 
remarks of Chief Justice Weintraub that it is time for a reexamina- 
tion of the municipal court system. The Chief Justice has persua- 
sively marshalled the facts which expose the inadequacies of this 
part-time, atomized judicial structure and has suggested the sub- 
stitution in its place of full-time, county-wide courts of equivalent 
jurisdiction. While it is certain that this sensible and necessary 
reform wili not take place over night, the movement in the direc- 
tion he advocates will receive a strong impetus from the soon-to-be 
adopted license revocation regulations. 














| New Binder Available 


| We have again obtained a 
| supply of the new Temporary 
Binders for your weekly Law 
| Journals. This binder will hold 
one year’s issues of the Law 
Journal. Our previous supply 
was sold out on the first of- 
fering. 

Bound in an _ attractive 
green grained, gold stamped 
cover, the binder contains an 
improved, easily operated 
screw-post blade mechanism 
which firmly holds your week- 
ly Law Journals for neat, 
ready reference. 

Price of $5.83 includes post- 
age and handling. Order to- 
day from N. J. Law Journal 
Publishing Co., 24 Edison Pl., 
Newark 2, N. J. 





Tax Luncheon Series 


A series of four interesting tax 
luncheons has been arranged by 
the Federal Bar Ass’n of N. Y., 
N. J. and Conn. Each luncheon 
will be devoted to one topic and 
will be open to the public. The 
schedule is: 

January 13, 1959, “Pre-Dead- 
line Look at the Pseudo-Corpor- 
ation”. Speaker: Leon Gold, Esq., 
Directing Editor of the Federal 
Tax Department, Research In- 
stitute of America, Inc. (Printed 
tax analysis material prepared 
by the Research Institute of 
America will be distributed to 
those attending the luncheon). 

February 10, 1959, ‘Federal 
Tax Legislation in 1959”. Speak- 
er: David A. Lindsay, Esq., As- 
sistant to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, Washington, D. C. 

March 10, 1959, “Tax Aspects 
of Sale-Leasebacks and Leasing 
in Real Estate and Equipment 
Transactions”. Speaker: Harvey 
Greenfield, Esq., Chairman, Fed- 
eral Legislation Committee, Rea! 
Estate Bd. of N. Y., Special Lec- 
turer in Taxation at New York 
University and Co-Author of the 
recently published McGraw-Hill 
book “Sale-Leasebacks and Leas- 
ing in Real Estate and Equip- 
ment Transactions”. 

April 21, 1959, “The Collaps- 
ible Corporation Problem Under 
the 1958 Act and Recent Court 
Decisions”. Speaker: Robert 
Anthoine, Esq., Professor of Law 
Columbia University. 

The series will be held at the 





New York University Club, 123 
West 43rd Street, N. Y. C. Each 
session will begin at 12:15 P.M 
promptly and adjourn at 2 P.M. 
The price for the series is $15.00 
or $4.00 per lunch, inc. tips & 
tax. Reservations should be sent 
to Langdon Day, Secretary, 
Sullivan & Cromwell, 48 Wall St 
N. Y. C. with checks payable to 
Federal Bar Ass’n of N. Y., N. J 
and Conn. 
Sincerely yours, 
Harvey Greenfield, 
Chairman, Committee 

on Taxation 


Assembly May Adopt 
Watered-Down 
Conflict Rules 


The Assembly, at its sessi0m 
last week received a waterec- 
down and ambiguous code 0 
ethics to govern conflicts of 
terests of members of the 
sembly and House empl 
The proposed code was su! 
ted by the House Rules C 
tee which was appoint 
June to study the conflicts p! 
lem. It accepts only 







lative Conflicts of Interest 
Commission which submitte 
report in 1957 and would ¢ 
a committee on ethics and gw 
ance to hear complaints 3° 
answer questions. This propose 
code would be provided tor = 
the rules of the 1959 Legislature. 

The conflicts bill oduced & 
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by Assemblyman Franklin a 
endorsed by the State Bar + : 
sociation remains blocked. me 
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’ There can be little doubt that 
most workmen’s compensation 
jurisdictions represented at this 
convention, today provide totally 
inadequate protection for work- 
ers against radiation hazards. 
The report just received by this 
convention on the subject of 

P the present status of the work- 

' men’s compensation laws with 

' respect to protection against and 

' exposure to radiation places in 

| bold relief the fragile protection 

offered industrial orkers who 
toil in the vanguard of the bold 

: atomic era. 

bs At its 1956 convention this or- 
ganization recommended that 
States adopt workmen’s compen- 
sation legislation providing for: 

1. Examination inspection 
of plants to deter the type 
and quantity of radiation pres- 
nt in work areas 

2. Unlimited n 1 care 

3. Supervision of medical 

§ 4. Full coverage of 
al disease. 

5. Statutory time limitation on 
claims to run from the date on 
which the employee has 1- 
edge of the nature of is 

. ability and its relati to 
his employment. 

At the 1957 convention the 
Atomic Energy Co! ttee of this 
organization repo! that ‘the 
recommendations made in 1956 
have, almost without eptio! 

j been ignored.” 

wane # over the } 

; and industrial de 

E nae energy has be 
by dynan growth 
mental developmen 
standards and 

3 pensation prot mn 
marked by inaction 

The Atomic Energy Committee 

= of this organization 956 re- 

al ported thirty civilia n ucle 

= reactors in use the 1i 
States. As of June 30, 1958 
United tates At ic 
Commi ission reporte 5 
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36 988 curies. This 
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ENDATIONS WE 
a ‘PROVED 





that the growth during the next 
decade will outstrip the geomet- 
ric growth of the decade just 
ended. 
That the problems of safety 
and workmen’s compensation 
coverage in this new industry 
are national in scope, is attested 
to by the fact that there are 
five or more licensed users in 
every state in the country. That 
the problem will affect states 
presently regarded as non-in- 
dustrial, is appreciated when we 
comaiaet that industrial produc- 
10W _ Tele eased from geo- 


tion is 
graphic t ties to traditional sources 









of energy, water, oil and coal. 
The few pounds of source ma- 
varia) for nuclear energy requir- 
susts heavy industrial 

ction can be easily and 
rapidly transported to any state. 
The introduction of nuclear 
energy has shattered once ac- 


cepted d basic principles of science. 
Tl introduction of nuclear en- 
srgy as a corollary has shattered 
basic accepted principles of 
Workmen’s Compensation. 

The concept that matter and 
energy could neither be created, 
destroyed nor transformed was 
challenged in 1905 when Ein- 
stein suggested that energy and 
are equatable and alter- 
quantities. His formula 
a gram of mass 
could be transformed into an 
incredible amount of energy 
which defied the imagination, 
900 billion billion ergs. 
January 1939 the theory 
proved when = scientists 
arded uranium with neu- 

producing barium and 
ton and releasing tremend- 
ous energy as a byproduct. Man 
had split the atom. 

The process of nuclear fission 
S accompanied by radioactive 

1issions, of which there are 
forms: 


— These 
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suggested that 
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ree még 
Alpha 
posse 


4j)0r 

Particles 
vely charged particles 
of two protons and two 
i which travel at an 
speed of 6,000 miles a 
through a limited dis- 
however, of only two in- 
ches through air Alpha particles 
can be shielded wit a few layers 
of paper. 

Beta Particles—These are elec- 
trons, negatively charged parti- 
cles, emitted from the nucleus 
of the radioactive atom. Beta 
particles travel several feet in 
air and can be shielded by a 
thin sheet of aluminum. 

Gamma Rays — A_ powerful 
of energy similar to the 
x-ray which can be _ shieldec 
only by thick layers of lead or 
concrete. Wherever atoms are 
fissioned exists potential of 
horendsus “physical injury and 

deterioration. Radio- 
rays not only tear elec- 
out of inorganic matter 
through which they pass, but 
out of organic matter, human 
tissue, resulting in temporary or 
permanent damage to the cells 
of the skin, organs, blood or 
bones. 

Its presently 
include: 

1. Ulcers of the skin. 

2. Cancer of the skin, blood, 

ngs, other organs and bone. 


are 
con- 
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second 
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genetic 
active 
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known affects 
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3. The formation of cataracts 


in the lens of the eye. 
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4. Premature aging, and short- 
ening of life span. 
5. Genetic effects producing ticipation of private enterprise 
mutations. in nuclear research and in the 

6. Skin irritation erythema,| use of radioisotopes for indus- 
dizziness and vomiting. trial purposes. Private owner- 

Each year additional induS>~ship and operating of facilities 
trial and medical uses for radio- for production of fissionable 
isotopes are discovered, multiply- | materials was authorized; al- 


ing the potential of these afflic- though, significantly, the statu- 
tions. Today industrial uses tory authority of the A. E. C. to 
include: regulate safety aspects of such 


1. Byproduct power production was retained. The 


2. Process heat statutory authority of the A. E. C. 
3. Space heat to set standards for the pro- 
4. Land propulsion tection of life and property was 
5. Crop storage re-enacted with additional em- 
6. Blight control phasis. The role of the states 
7. Deinfestation of products in industrial safety and work- 
8. Distillation of sea water men’s compensation regulation 
9. Food preservation was not considered in the Atomic 
10. Blast furnace study Energy Act of 1954, leaving open 
11. Determination of cigarette the question of jurisdiction. 





uanti and density On July 11, 1955 the A. E. C. 
12. Location of obstruction in | released Bulletin No.660 noticing 
pneumatic tubes proposed standards for protec- 











13. Crank shaft inspection tion against radiation. These 
14. We and abrasion meas-| standards were made effective 
ure ts of all kinds on February 28, 1957 and were 


Measurement and control based upon recommendations of 
of thickness in rolling steel, the National Committee on 
linoleum and other products Radiation Protection and Meas- 








16. Determination of corrosion urements.‘ The adoption of these 
in high pressure steam lines, | regulations has not resulted in 
fas mains and acid tanks uniformity of safety standards. 

17. Density gauges Although the A. E. C. provides 


safety inspectors who presum- 
ably are to police radiation facil- 
controls ities, their effectiveness can be 
on of oil-holes and, Measured by the fact that as 
lets in metals and | of July, 1957 only four inspectors 


dense products manned the so-called “New York 


18. Vacuum gauges 
tatic eliminators 





rulation and measure- operation” which covered part 
ment flow of both liquid | of New York, all of New Jersey, 
and lid materials all of Pennsylvania and all of 
23. Detection of gasket leaks) Connecticut, an area which in- 
and other defects cluded 1280 licensees’ spread 
24. C tic and other appli- across an area of over 80,000 
cation to solids square miles. Nor have these 
25. R rraphic detection of regulations in anywise attempt- 
voids. flaws and defects in ed to suggest minimum stand- 


rgings, castings and | ards of workmen’s compensation. 

solid products of all kinds.| AS was reported to this Conven- 
The uses of nuclear energy and tion in an earlier report this 
ntinue to develop Morning, only one state has a 


radioi 

rapidly schedule covering all possible 
That th cial problems of radiation hazards, only 15 states 

nuclear energy are national in) give full medical benefits. Few 

scope recognized by States have a _ provision for 


the Federal Government. From limitation of time within which 
1940 to 1946 the research and the action must be commenced 
develot r f nuclear fission 2nd notice given to the employer 
was mon and financed Which takes cognizance of the 
exclusive the executive fact that manifestation of radi- 
branch Federal Govern- @tion injury may remain latent 





polized 






ment through the Manhattan 1. The N.C.R F is recognized by the U.S. 
District of United States Vepartment of C erce, Bureau of Stand- 
mtb : . ards It 1 of representativ 


is comy 
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c Energy Act Of | the a 


profe 


sentatives of 


The Atomi 


t+} 


Army. 
1946 placed development of ! 





The Atomic Energy Act of 1954) 
broadened considerably the par- | 


for as long as 30 years from date 

of exposure. 

Even those states which have 
issued comprehensive regula- 
tions vary significantly from the 
standards set by the National 
Committee on Radiation Protec- 
tion :* 

1. They do not translate rads 
into rems, the units used in 
the N. C. R. P. and federal 
regulations. 

. Maximum concentrations of 
radioactive substances in air 
do not vary with each radio- 
isotope as in the N. C. R. P. 
standards. 

. The N.C. R. P. exceptions to 

maximum doses are not in- 
cluded and there are no sep- 
arate maxima for local ex- 
posure as distinguished from 
whole body exposure. 
. Registration of users, which 
is regarded justifiably by 
the N. C. R. P. as a necessary 
prelude to effective regula- 
tion, appears not to be re- 
quired. 

Monitoring requirements are 

vague; locations are to be 

inspected “at scheduled in- 
tervals”. No explicit person- 
nel monitoring devices or 
equipment are required to 
be used under stated cir- 
cumstances. 

Records of monitoring in- 
spections must be kept but 
few records of individual ex- 
posure are required. 

. Maximum exposure to non- 
employees is not prescribed. 

Let us review, then, the record 
industrial safety and work- 

compensation protection 
radiation injury as of 


bo 


w 


Cs 


uo 
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-~] 


of 
men’s 
against 
1958: 
The A. E. C. is licensing an 
‘ver increasing number of 
users of nuclear reactors and 
uses of radioisotopes by private 
individuals and research facil- 





ities. 
(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 
2. Reported in an article by Georg 
Frampton, a member of the inois Ate omic 
Pow r Inve stigation (ommittee, Stanford Law 
Review ‘ ‘ Exposure as Needed for 
a Natio December, (1957 
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nuclear energy under the civil- 
ian control of the Atomic Energy 
Commission. The A. E. C. was }} 
authorized to enter into agree- 











ments with private contractors 
who would operate government- 
owned production facilities. In 
addition ntracts and agree- 
ments th private universities 
and corporations were author- 
ized to lrage research to 
permit contractors to 


material for 
Finally the 


produce nable 


research purposes 


CIVIL and 









A. E. C. permitted to dis- 
tribute cert fissionable ma- 
terials and ioactive isotopes fj} 
to private persons or organiza- || e NEW 
tions for use in research and | 
development 
Congress rged the A. E. C. twenty years. 


with concern for the safety of 
persons exposed to radiation. 
The Act required the A. E. C. to: 
“Establis by regulat ion or 
order such standards and in- 
structions to govern the pos- 
sessions and use of fissionable 
and by- prc materials as 
the may deem 
necessary or desirable to pro- 
tect henith or to minimize 
danger from explosions and 
other hazards of life or prop- |}} 
erty.” 
The A. E. C. was authorized, 
in addition, to cease further dis- 
tributions or re-call prior dis- 
tributions from persons not 
adhering to safety standards it 
established. The 1946 Act was 
void of language which would 
indicate encouragement of state 
regulation as to industrial safety 
of workmen’s compensation cov- 
erage. 
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(Continued from page 5) 


The A. E. C. has established 
by rule and regulation min- 
imum standards to be adhered 
to by licensees to protect the 
health and safety of workers. 

The regulations issued by the 
A. E. C. have not been con- 
sidered mandatory by the 
states. 

In many states no regula- 
tions have been adopted. 

The regulations which have 
been adopted lack uniformity 
and fall short of the minimum 





Standards recommended by 
the N. C. R. P. 

Safety inspections are in- 
adequate, and the personnel 
conducting such inspections 
are often unskilled in the new 
art. 


The A. E. C. has issued no 
regulations as to minimum 
standards of workmen’s com- 
pensation protection. 

No state has adopted fully 
Satisfactory provisions for 
medical treatment and com- 
pensation payment to workers 
exposed to radiation. In fact, 
most states have given no 
statutory consideration what- 
soever to extending workmen’s 
compensation to workers en- 
gaged in this new and growing 
enterprise. 

It becomes obvious that we 
have failed to provide the in- 
dustrial worker with protection 
against the hazards of radiation 
exposure, hazards which multi- 
ply yearly. 

Adequate radiation protection 
does not lend itself to the mult- 
plicity of standards and control 
which ensue when the states are 
left to regulate the field with 
insufficient uniform guiding 
criteria for several basic reasons: 
» 1. The development of peace- 
full uses of nuclear energy 
has from its inception been 
recognized as a national 
concern. Licensing of radio- 
isotopes is controlled by the 
Federal Government, as well 
as design and operating pro- 
cedures for nuclear reactors. 
Shortage of persons trained 
in the technical aspects of 
this new industry precludes 
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overlapping in evaluation of 
techniques and promulgation 
of safety codes and precludes 
the overlapping of Federal 
and State inspections. 

. The standards for mininum 
protection and for proper 
medical treatment are sub- 
ject to change as scientific 


wo 


knowledge and_ industrial 
experience broadens’ our 
understanding of radiation 


hazards. It would be unreal- 
istic to expect the various 
jurisdictions to evaluate such 
advance knowledge and 
adopt uniform amended 
standards; whereas, a cen- 
tral agency could insure 
prompt expert evaluation 
and uniformity. 

. Effective protection requires 

the maintaining of perman- 
ent exposure records of 
workers exposed to radia- 
tion in industry. Failure of 
some states to keep such 
permanent records, or vari- 
ations in standards govern- 
ing the records, would rend- 
er ineffective this vital con- 
trol. Central records and 
standards would obviate the 
complexities caused by tem- 
porary or permanent move- 
ment of workers from state 
to state. 
. Centralized records of radi- 
ation exposure must be kept 
to keep close check upon the 
genetic effects of radiation 
upon the population of the 
nation as a whole, and to 
insure that tolerable limits 
are not exceeded. 

Unless safety standards are 

uniform, those states adher- 

ing to fair standards neces- 
sary for the protection of 
the industrial workers ex- 
posed to radiation would be 
placed at a severe com- 
petitive disadvantage as 
against those states which 
adopt regulations below the 
acceptable minimum, or as 
against states which adopt 
no minimums whatsoever. 

The importance of this fac- 
tor is demonstrated by the 
A. E. C. estimate that con- 
struction costs of a plant 
designed to process highly 
radioactive material amount 
to twelve times the cost of 
a plant to similarly process 
non-radioactive material. 
Economic considerations 
may tempt marginal states 
and enterprises to seek 
standards below those re- 
quisite for safe operation. 

It has been demonstrated that 

the Atomic Energy Acts of 1954 
and 1956 have provided the 

A. E. C. with jurisdiction over 
radiation hazards with power, 

through the licensing provisions 

of the Acts, to enforce minimum 
standards. It has been demon- 
strated that the states, which 
have traditional jurisdiction 
over the industrial safety, health 
and workmen’s compensation 
programs, have not adequately 
met the problems posed by radi- 
ation hazards. 

It is for us, the workmen’s 
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}compensation administrators, to 


assume the responsibility of de- 
vising and recommending ad- 
justments to existing industrial 
safety and workmen’s compen- 
sation standards and procedures. 
To the degree that we fail to 
cope with the specialized prob- 
lems presented by scientific and 
industrial progress, we endanger 
the continued existence of state 


controlled workmen’s compen- 
sation systems. 
Demands have been voiced 


that a Federal system of work- 
men’s compensation preempt 
industrial safety, medical care, 
and compensation adjudication 
and payments for workers en- 
gaged in radiation industries. 
It is submitted and recom- 
mended that existing state in- 
dustrial safety control and work- 
men’s compensation facilities 
can and should be preserved if 
the existing responsibility of the 
A. E. C., as expressed in the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1956, is 
broadened and specified, as fol- 
lows: 
I. Licensing for construction, 
operation and use of nuclear 


reactors to remain within 
the jurisdiction of the 
ALE: C. 


i) 


The A. E. C. to issue codes 
with minimum requirements 
as to the construction, oper- 
tion, and use of nuclear 
reactors so as to insure the 
safety of the workers and 
the community in which 
such reactors are located. 

3. Licensing for possession, 
handling and use of radio- 


isotopes to remain within 
the jurisdiction of the 
A. E. C. 
4. The A. E. C. to issue codes 
containing minimum _§re- 
quirements for possession, 


handling transportation and 
use of radioisotopes so as to 
insure the safety of indus- 
trial workers and the com- 
munity in which radioiso- 
topes may be in use or in 
transport. 

. The A. E. C. to establish ade- 
quate and uniform standards 
for safety supervision and 
for qualification, tenure, and 
training of safety inspec- 
tors, and inspection methods 
and procedures. 

The necessity for expert guid- 
ance and control over safety 
is appreciated when we con- 
sider that radiation is silent, 
invisible, tasteless, odorless, 
and cannot be felt; this 
hazard requires warning 
through mechanical, chem- 
ical or electronic safety 
systems. 

6. We recommend that the 
I. A. I. A. B. C. adopt with 
due regard to the recom- 
mendation of the A. E. C., 
uniform minimum’ work- 
men’s compensation stand- 
ards which will apply to 
workers exposed to radiation 
and who may develop in- 
jury due to such exposure. 
These minimun standards to 
include: 

(a) The maintaining of in- 

dividual exposure records for 
workers exposed to radia- 
tion in industry. Such rec- 
ords to include the dates, 
amount of exposure, name 
of employer and place of 
such exposure. These records 
to be kept at a central 
agency, available to the in- 
dividual worker. Life time 

exposure records are im- 
perative as the incidence of 
radiation on the body is 
cumulative, that is, repeated 
permissible doses may re- 
sult in future disability. The 
cumulative effect depends 
upon the type of radiation, 
duration, intensity of ex- 
posure and the direction of 
the radiation in relationship 
to the various organs of the 
body. Individuals may have 

varied tolerances and reac- 
tions to identical exposure. 

In addition, the permissible 

tolerance is subject to con- 


uo 


tinual revision as experience 
and research adds to cur- 
rent knowledge. 

Finally, as noted previously, 
centralized radiation ex- 
posure records must be kept 
to keep close check upon 
the genetic effects of rad- 
iation upon the population 
as a whole and to insure that 
tolerable limits are not ex- 
ceeded. 

(b) The monitoring of sources 
of radiation emissions on a 
regular basis both internally, 
that is, within the industrial 
or commercial facility, and 
external, that is, in the com- 


National Leaders of Bar 
And Bench Map Program 
For Continuing Education 


Many nationally known judg- 
es, lawyers and legal educators 
are partcipating in the Nationa] 
Conference on Continuing Edu- 
cation of the Bar being held 
yesterday, today and tomorrow 
at Arden House, near New York 
City. They are pooling their ex- 
perience during the three days 
of consultation aimed at chart- 
ing an improved and extended 
program of “in practice” educa- 
tion for lawyers throughout the 


munity within which such US 


facility is situated. 

(c) Unlimited medical care as 
to cost and duration. No 
worker suffering from in- 
juries of radiation exposure 
should be deprived of the 
most recent and effective 
medical attention, whatever 
the cost. In addition, as the 
knowledge of medical treat- 
ment of radiation exposure 
is limited, the state should 
have the authority to super- 
vise such care to the extent 
that there would be assur- 
ance that the best available 
procedures are practiced. 

(d) The time limitation for 
instituting a workmen’s com- 
pensation claim and notify- 
ing the employer of such 
intention commencing from 
the date that the worker 
knows or should have known 
that injury was sustained. 
The average latent period 
for cancer due to x-ray has 
been estimated at 7 years 
and for cancer due to ioniz- 
ing radiation, at 25 to 35 
years. It is generally con- 
ceded that while some radi- 
ation effects occur after a 
short period of latency, the 
effects of prime importance 
are those which are not im- 
mediate. 

(e) The establishment of a 
Radiation Injury Claim Fund 
in each jurisdiction made 
up of contributions from 
workmen’s compensation in- 
Surance carriers licensed to 
do business in the state, and 
self-insured employers. The 
amount of such contributions 
to depend upon the best 
available estimates as_ to 
current claim potential and 
to be revised upon exper- 
ience. The cost of medical 
treatment, temporary and 
permanent disability pay- 
ments and the costs of ad- 
ministration to be charged 
to the Fund. 

The establishment of such a 
Fund would obviate the dif- 
ficulties presented by cases 
involving exposures from 
successive employment in 
the same state or employ- 
ment in more than one jur- 
isdiction. The burden of the 
perhaps impossible task of 
assessing liability amongst 
successive employers would 
be avoided. 

In view of the cumulative ef- 
fects of radiation exposure, 
if the risk of workmen’s 
compensation liability is 
placed solely on the last 
employer, employers would 
understandably be reluctant 
to hire workers who have 
previously had long or mod- 
erately long experience in 
radiation industries. Within 
a few years those most 
skilled in this technica] en- 
terprise would be barred 
from their usual employment 
and industry would suffer 
the loss of the best available 


Among the 110 invited con- 
ferees participating are presi- 
dents or presidents-elect of most 
of the state bar associations, ma- 
jor city bar associations, federa] 
and state judges, deans of law 
schools and recognized authori- 
ties in legal education. 

The American Bar Assn. and 
the American Law institute, joint 
sponsors of the conference, said 
it is “unquestionably one of thé 
most distinguished gatherings 
members of the legal profession 
which has occurred in the U.S 
in many years.” 

In addition to those phases of 
continuing education which tend 
to increase the professional cap- 
acity of lawyers to serve their 
clients, the Arden House con- 
ference is considering the public 
responsibilities of lawyers indiy- 
idually and collectively. 

The conferees also are discuss- 
ing means of enabling bar asso- 
ciations and law schools to be- 
come more active in the field of 
continuing legal eduation. 

One of several questions being 
considered is whether it is feas- 
ible to provide certificates or 
other form of recognition 
lawyers who attend legal insti- 
tutes meeting prescribed stand- 
ards. 

labor. 

6. It is proposed that the Fed- 

eral Congress permit 
A. E. C. to issue licenses con- 
tingent upon the states 
adopting legislation includ- 
ing the minimum safety and 
workmen’s compensation re- 
quirements outlined above; 
and providing that if such 
legislation is not in effect 
on or before January 1, 1960 
that no new licenses be is- 
sued to individuals, corpora 
tions, research establis! 
ments, etc., situated in such 
jurisdictions and that prior 
licenses be re-called until 





the 
tne 












such time as the standards 
are adopted. 

It is submitted that the adop- 

tion of these recommendations 

would provide safety and work- 


an equal competitive fo 
and reserving to the states 
traditional role of administerinz 
these programs. 

The I. A. I. A. B. C. had 


invited to testify before 





hoon 





on Atomic Energy in June 1»: 
These hearings have been post 
poned to January 1959. 

It is recommended that 
convention authorize that I. A. I- 
A. B. C. be represented at tné 
congressional hearings to Ppré- 
sent testimony as to the recom- 
mendations of this report. 

Ned J. Parsekian, Chairman 

John F. Cauley 

John Moulin 

George Roche 

Clay Shackelford 

Willis Weeden, M. D. 
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Attorneys Exam 
his revolver and shot Green in 


the leg and arrested him. 


out. To establish a defense of 
Was this a valid arrest? 


contributory negligence, the de- 
fendant offered testimony that 


(Continued from page 1) 





(c) An assignment by Smith to 


Ace Loan Co. of 10% of any njaintiff, while not standing up, 
wages he might thereafter earn grasped the bar loosely with one by Jones, was placed in a cell, 
at the Granite Co., his place of hand. In his charge, the court and allowed to communicate 


with no one except his attorney, 
Marshall. Marshall was told that 
the Municipal Judge was away 
from the City for 3 days on va- 
cation, and that no bail could 
be set until his return. Could 


employment. 

(d) A promissory note, due 1 
year after date, to Ace Loan Co., 
with interest at 242% per month, 
which further authorized the 
Ace Loan Co., to enter judgment 


said: 

(a) “If you find that the bar 
was, in fact, loose, a presumption 
of negligence arises and the bur- 
den of proof shifts to the de- 
fendant to exculpate itself there- 


against Smith, in any court Of som” any steps be taken by Marshall 
jurisdiction, in the event of de- (b) “If you find that the plain- to have bail fixed before the 
fault. tiff in any degree, slight as that Judge returns? 


(c) On the facts in (a) above, 
does Green have a cause of ac- 
tion against either the City of 


h of these 


contribution may be, contributed 
or invalid, 


in any way to the happening of 

the accident, she would not be ; 

entitled to a verdict at your Clay or against Jones? 

hands.” 25. (a) On May 15, 1958, Stow 
(@) “Ee in your judgment, the Was seen by Dark, a policeman 


State whether eac 
instruments is valid 
in whole or in part. 
19. On Jan. 1, 1956, Alice walk- 
ed out of her home in New 
Brunswick, N. J., leaving a note 


to her husband with whom she pjaintiff has proven by a pre- Of Newark, N. J., to leave a 
had been living, as follows: ponderance of the evidence that Saloon walking in an irregular 
“Dear Dan: I am sorry it ended the defendant was negligent, Manner and singing loudly. A 
like this but I am tired of mar- ot few 


minutes later Dark saw an 
automob driving down the 
street in a zig-zag manner and 
at a high rate of speed. A check 
of the license number revealed 
it to be Stow’s car and, on going 
to Stow’s home an hour later, 
Dark found him to be drunk. 
Stow was arrested and charged 
with drunken driving in viola- 


and that she was free from con- 
tributory negligence, then your 
verdict should be for the plain- 
tiff.” 

(d) “It is necessary for the 
plaintiff to prove that the de- 
fendant committed an act or 
omitted to do an act which a 
person of ordinary prudence 
could foresee might naturally W 
and probably produce injury and tion of R. S. 39:4-50. On May 
plained of. and that such an act Newark Municipal Court and 
or omission did actually cause WaS convicted and fined $200 


have the kids. I 
Alice.” 





riage. You may 
want to be free. (signed) 
On that date, Dan was absent 
from home on a business trip. 
He returned home the next day 
and found the note. On Jan. 3, 
1956, and before Dan located 
Alice’s new residence in Newark, 
N. J., Alice was arrested for 
grand larceny and held under 
$5,000 bail. Although unable to 
provide bail, Dan obtained coun- 
sel for Alice, who offered to re- 





turn to Dan, but she was later the injury.” and given 30 days in the county 
convicted and sentenced to 3 was there any error in any of jail. Detail the procedure to be 
years in prison. On Feb. 1, 1958, these portions of the charge? used to obtain a review of this 


Dan filed suit against Alice, who 
was still in prison, for divorce on 
the ground of desertion. 

Was Dan entitled to a judg- 
ment? 


sentence. 

(b) In the above case, Stow’s 
appeal was heard by the proper 
appellate court on September 
10, 1958. The court gave him a 


22. (a) Black and White were 
partners in a dry cleaning busi- 
ness in Clay, N. J. In 1957, a vio- 
lent quarrel ensued and the 
partnership dissolved. Black con- 






20. In 1955, John and Mary, veyed his interest to White, who fine of $500 and a 90 days jail 
husband and prot sed to live of continued the business as a sentence. Was this sentence 
Newark, N. J., sed 10 to- sole proprietorship. Thereafter, POPer? 
gether and aos & SePara- plack who had threatened to (c) In the above case, Stow 

tion agreement was entered intO grive White out of business in COMtended that the conviction 
bet ween them. In addition to ei was not based on evidence of his 


Clay, opened a dry cleaning shop 





providing that John pay $150 next to White and employed operation of the vehicle. Pending 
per month for the ‘support of Gray to operate it, under an argument of his appeal, what 
Mary and their children, the arrangement. whereby Gray was StePs should be taken to obtain 
SGreemens contained _, COFSGR | to keep all net receipts and, if bail? : 
other provisions including the the net receipts fell below $50 (d) In (c) above, is Stow’s con- 
following: : per week, Black would make up tention correct? : 
(a) An agreement to live sepa- the difference. Black directed 26. At a — in the Ocean 
rate and apart; Gray to charge his customers County Court, in which Bowman 
(ob) That the two children of one-half of the charges made Sued Bruce for damages arising 
the marriage, ages 3 and 5, and 4. white. : “i out of an automobile accident 
in Mary’s custody, should be “Is Black liable to White in in Los Angeles, California, the 
trained according to the tenets damages for losses sustained by court, over tim mely objection, ad- 
of John’s religion. him? “ mitted the following into evi- 
Mary and John were of differ- (4) x 4 shoe company quar- dence: 
ent religious beliefs. veld with Jones Pr proprietor (a) A duly proved and au- 
In 1958, Mary filed suit in the ot local shoe store. because thenticated photostatic copy of 
Superior Court, seeking a di- Jones refused to carry X’s shoes. hospital record of Mercy Hos- 
vorce on the ground of desertion. y thereupon rented a shoe store pital, Los Angeles, containing an 
John filed no answer, but, during j, the neighborhood under a admission record made by an 
a contested motion of costs, jono term lease and began to intern of the hospital and stat- 
counsel fees and support pend- <4)) its shoes at retail, but at ing that Bowman was suffering 


from a fractured leg caused by 
tripping on the sidewalk.” 


ente lite, resisted the same be- 


é wholesale prices. 
-ause of an alleged violation of 


Is X liable to Jones for losses 


the above agreement, in that sustained by him? (b) A copy of an article on 
Mary was having the children (c) From the facts in (b) traffic rrstgg in “Life” maga- 
‘rained in her religion. John apove would your answer be the Zine Stating, as alleged, in the 


pleadings, that the State of Cal- 


also moved for leave to counter- . ses : 
same if it could be proven that ! : 
P ifornia had abolished the de- 


Jai for of the ; 
laim for performance of the it was the sole desire of X to 


agreement. Mary argued that drive Jones out of business and fense of contributory negligence. 

the agreement was not constitu- to withdraw from the local re- (c) An affidavit by a member 

tionally enforceable by a court. 1 business thereafter and sell of the California Bar to the 
How should the court decide same effect. 


his shoes through another local 
merchant? 

23. State the essential differ- 
ences between the following: 


(d) A release signed by Bow- 
man together with a sample of 
his handwriting made by him 


both as to John’s motion and as 
to Mary’s complaint and motion? 
21. On July 4, 1958, Dora was a 


member of a group attending (1) Grand larceny and petit during the trial to prove his con- 
Atlantic Park, an amusement larceny: tention iat the signature on 
park in Clay,N.J.She and three (2) Adultery and fornication; *he release was forged. 

Was there error in any of 


her girls paid an admission 


ot (3) Perjury and false swearing; 
fee to the park and thereafter 
an 


(4) Rape and carnal abuse; 
(5) Common law arson and 
Statutory arson. 


these rulings? 

27. Smethers sued Keitel in the 
Essex County Court for dam- 
ages arising out of an automo- 
bile accident on July 4, 1956 near 
Pittsburgh, Pa. At the trial, and 
over timely objection, the trial 
judge permitted the following 
testimony: 

(a) Testimony of Blake, a 
policeman, that, at a hearing in 
Pa. charging Smethers with 
careless driving, Smethers had 
testified that Keitel was “doing | 
80 miles per hour” and that 


n admission fee to a roller 
coaster on the park grounds. 
During the ride, Dora either 24. (a) On Sunday, Aug. 31, 
fell or was thrown from the car, 1958, Jones, a policeman in Clay, 
suffering injuries. She filed suit N. J., received a report that 
in the Superior Court, Law Di- Green was annoying a young 
vision, against the operator of girl on a street corner in Clay. 
the park. At the trial, testimony Jones went to the corner in 
Was presented that a safety bar question, where he saw Green 
on the car was loose and that it walking away from a girl, who 
did not fit so closely to a pas- was upset and crying. Jones 
Senger’s body as to prevent a called to Green to stop, where- 
Passenger from being thrown; upon Green began to run down 




















Keitel, who was present, said 
nothing. 

(b) Testimony of Blake that 
traffic controls at the scene of 
the accident were “inadequate 
|| and not such as to afford ade- 
4) quate warnings to motorists.” 
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(c) Testimony of McCally, a! 





eee | 


ecm 





the street. Jones thereupon drew | 


(b) In the above case, Green the car he was suffering some- 
was taken to the police station thing terrible, 


bystander, that the Keitel car restrictions 
was travelling ‘very fast, at| 
least 75 miles per hour” and that 


“when we took Smethers from | 


cancel 


groaned and com- | the restrictions? 
plained about his head.” 

(d) Testimony of Blake that 
Keitel had pleaded guilty and 


had been fined in Pa. for speed- 


private property, 
undertake the 


on realty, 


upon payment of a sum of 
money to be assessed against the 
owner of the burdened property 
in favor of the beneficiaries of 


(e) May private corporations 
be authorized by law to take 
in order to 
clearance 


of 


ing. blighted areas and the rede- 
Were the above rulings cor- | velopment thereof? 
rect? 


28. In the criminal trial of H, 
the trial judge was called upon 
to rule on the admissibility of 
the following items of evidence. 

(a) The testimony of a steno- 
grapher, S, reading from her 
notes, to whom H had dictated a 
letter, addressed to H’s wife, W, 
in which letter H had admitted 
his participation in the crime 
charged against him. 

(bo) The testimony of D, the 
16-year old daughter of H and 
W, who was present, when H 
made the same guilty admission 
to W in the privacy of their bed- 
room. 

(C) Whether X, who has testi- 
fied as a character witness for 
H, as to his good reputation as a 
law-abiding citizen, might be 
asked on cross examination, if 
he Knew or had heard that, at 
the time of the crime, H had 
been living with Y, a married 
woman, in open adultery. 

(d) Whether, X, the aforesaid 
character witness, might be ask- 
ed on cross examination, “Do 
you remember the time H beat 
up two men in Kelly’s Bar?” 

(e) The testimony of P, a 
pawnbroker, that two days be- 
fore the killing, for which H was 
on trial, H had held him up in 
his pawnshop and had stolen 
the pistol, which a ballistics 
expert had previously identified 
as the pistol that had been used 
in the killing. 

How should the trial 
rule in each instance? 

29. Under the 1947 New Jersey 
Constitution, 

(a) May the legislature pro- 
vide by law that, in any criminal 
case, a verdict may be rendered 
by not less than five-sixths of 
the jury? 

(b) May a person be validly 


annual $10 fee. 


from entering 


viously obtained. 
(c) Prohibiting 


organizations 


played. 


and its equipment, 


judge 


owned by 
been clothed with 


his wife to sell, 





( Continued | on page 





30. Decide the constituticnality 
of the following ordinances: 

(a) Requiring all persons, call- 
ing at homes within the munici- 
pality, to solicit orders for goods 
or publications, to obtain a writ- 
ten permit from the local chief 
of police, upon payment of an 


(b) Prohibiting such solicitors 
any premises 
within the municipality to ob- 
tain orders, without the written 
consent of the occupants pre- 


the use of 
“sound trucks,” in order to elim- 
inate unnecessary noise. 

(d) Requiring all persons and 
conducting 
games within the municipality, 
at which prizes are awarded, to 
obtain a written permit therefor 
from the local chief of police, 
upon payment of a $10 fee for 
each day on which the cards are 


card 


31. P agreed in writing to sell 
to D a certain printing business 
and also to 
lease to D for a specified term 
the building in which the print- 
ing plant was operated, and D 
agreed to pay therefor a speci- 
fied price. Time was not of the 
essence of the contract, either 
by stipulation or circumstance. 
At the time of this contract, P 
was not the owner of either the 
printing business or its equip- 
ment or of the land to be leased. 
The printing business was owned 
by a corporation, the stockhold- 
ers of which were P, his wife, W, 
and his son, S, and the land was 
W alone. P had not 


authority 


8, col. 


either by the corporation or by 
or contract to 





convicted of treason against the 
State on his own uncorroborated 
confession? 

(c) May the Governor grant a 
pardon to a person convicted of 
treason against the State? 

(d) May the legislature au- 
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sell the business, or to lease, or | 
contract to lease the real estate. | 
Before the date fixed for closing | 
title, D learned that none of the | 


property was owned by P, and/| 
there-upon rescinded the con-| 
tract by written notice to that 
effect, and demanded the re-| 
turn of his deposit. P refused 
this demand, and, on the date 
fixed for closing title, tendered 
to D a bill of sale from the cor- 
poration covering the printing 
business and equipment and a 
lease of the real estate to D, 
signed by W and P, containing 
the terms specified in the con- 
tract. D refused the tender. 

On P’s suit against D for speci- 
fic performance of the contract, 
afid D’s counterclaim for the de- 
posit, what decision should be 
made? 

32. (a) D, a manufacturer of 
patented, plastic harmonicas, 
appointed P, in writing, as gen- 
eral distributor of its harmonicas 
for New Jersey and New York 
for a term of 3 years and agreed 
to sell P, at specified prices, all 
harmonicas D produced up to 
30,000 per month. D failed to 
deliver any harmonicas to P, but 
sold its harmonicas to others, 
who were competitors of P in 
New Jersey and New York. P 
sued D for an injunction to re- 
strain D from selling to others, 
until D had first supplied P with 
30,000 harmonicas per month, 
and from selling to P’s competi- 
tors in New Jersey and New 
York. Should the injunction be 
granted? 

(b) Bell Soup Company enter- 
ed into a written contract with 
Farmer, for delivery by Farmer 
to Bell’s plant in Camden, N. J., 
of all the Chantenay red cored 
carrots to be grown on his 50 
acre farm during the 1958 sea- 
son, at $90 per ton. Bell used 
Chantenay carrots in large 
quantities, furnishing the seed 
to the growers with whom it 
made contracts, not because of 
any better nutritive value, but 
because its blunt shape made 
it easier to handle in processing 
and its brighter color and uni- 
form texture lent uniformity and 
attractiveness in appearance. 
The contract required’ that 
the carrots must conform with 
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| perior Court. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


(f) The statement in (e) is! 


the specifications therein and | not true, if the witness resides | 
that Bell’s determination of con- | in Hawaii. 


formance would be conclusive; | 


(g) A notice to produce may | 


and, if Bell rejects carrots for > served only on a party to the) 


non-conformance, that Farmer 
was not permitted to sell them 
elsewhere, unless Bell agreed. 
When the market price of these 
carrots rose to $150 per ton, 


| Farmer refused to deliver. There- 


upon, Bell sued Farmer for spe- 
cific performance of the Con- 
tract. What should the court do? 

33. (a) On October 1, 1958, in 
Newark, New Jersey, an auto- 
mobile, owned and operated by 
P, collided with an automobile 
owned and operated by D. P and 
D, both residents of New York 
City, were killed in the crash. 

May P’s New York executor 
sue D’s New York administrator 
for damages in the New Jersey 
Superior Court, Law Division, 
Essex County, and cause valid 
service of summons and com- 
plaint to be made? 

(b) If D, a widower, had died 
intestate and had no personal 
representative in New York, or 
elsewhere, but owned a summer 
home in New Jersey, occupied by 
D’s only child, X, could P’s ex- 
ecutor bring an action in New 
Jersey against anyone to recover 
the damages resulting from this 
accident and attach the summer 
home? 

"34. The following statements 
refer to the present civil practice 
in New Jersey and are true or 
false, in whole or in part. If the 


statement is wholly true, simply | 


alongside the letter of the state- 


|ment. If false, in whole or in 
|part, write “false” in your an- 
swer book, and give a brief rea- | 


son why the statement is false. 


| write ‘“‘true” in your answer book, | 


(a) In a personal injury suit, | 


a plaintiff, who submits before 
trial, without court order, to a 
physical examination by defend- 
ant’s doctor, is entitled, upon 
written demand, to a copy of the 
examining doctor’s report. 

(b) Answers to interrogatories 
need not be under oath, if they 
are certified to be true. 

(c) Written interrogatories 
served upon an adverse party 
must be answered within 15 days, 
and notice to strike improper 
interrogatories must be served 
within the same time. 

(d) In the absence of stipula- 
tion, the depositions of a N. J. 
witness, in a County District 
Court action, may be taken only 
by leave of the court. 

(e) No court order, is required 
to take the oral deposition be- 
fore trial of a California witness, 
in a negligence action, in Su- 
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/action, or his attorney, and not 


upon a mere witness; but, a sub- 
poena duces tecum may be 
served only upon a witness, who 
is not a party. | 

(h) A court may not order the 
inspection of an adverse party’s 
books and records, if such in- 
spection would divulge a secret 
process. 

(i) The rule, requiring plain- 
tiff’s complaint in an automo- 
bile negligence case, to have an- 
nexed thereto the verified par- 
ticulars of the claim, has been 
abolished. 

(j) When a written demand to 
admit a specified fact is duly 
served upon a party, the party 
served must deny the fact under 
oath within 10 days of service of 
the demand, or it will be deemed 
to be admitted. 

35. P, of Essex County, New 
Jersey, as buyer, sued D of Mer- 
cer County, New Jersey, as seller, 
for specific performance of an 
oral agreement for the sale of 
lands in Ocean County, New 
Jersey. D’s answer admitted the 
allegations of the complaint, but 
pleaded specially the two af- 
firmative defenses of the statute 
of frauds and infancy. 

(a) What will be the legal 
effect, if P fails to reply to D’s 
answer? 

(b) Draw a reply for P, includ- 
ing the caption or title of the 
action. 

36. On October 2, 1958, P. ob- 
tained a $1,000 judgment against 
D for slander, in the Essex 
County District Court. The judg- 
ment, not having been paid, P 
desires to enforce collection 
thereof. D resides with his wife, 
W, in Newark, New Jersey, where 
they own their home, as tenants 
by the entirety. D works for X 
in New York City at a salary of 
$100 weekly. Besides his cloth- 
ing, D has $250 in his name in a 
New York savings bank and owns 
$500 worth of shares in N. J. 
Zinc Co., a New Jersey corpora- 
tion. W, who was a widow, when 
she married D, owns al] the 
furniture and furnishings in 
their home. 

What may be done on P’s be- 
half to enforce collection of this 
judgment against D? 

37. In each of the following 
instances, state whether the de- 
termination is appealable, and, 
if so, to what court and within 
what time the appeal may be 
taken, in the first instance: 

(a) A 2 to 1 decision of the 
Superior Court, Appellate Divi- 
sion, denying defendant’s peti- 
tion for leave to appeal an order 
of the Superior Court, Law Divi- 
sion, denying defendant’s mo- 
tion for summary judgment in 
a breach of contract action. 

(b) A conviction of second de- 
gree murder in the Essex County | 
Court. 

(c) An adjudication of non- 
paternity by the Hudson County 
Juvenile and Domestic Relations 
Court in a filiation proceeding 
against the putative father of an 
illegitimate child. 

(d) A $50 judgment in favor of 
the plaintiff in the Small Claims 
Division of the Mercer County 
District Court. 

(e) A judgment of the Work- 
men’s Compensation Bureau dis- 
missing the employee’s claim 
petition. 

38. In P’s personal injury, neg- 
ligence action against D, tried 
before a jury, in the Superior 
Court, Law Division, Essex 
County, the jury, on October 23, 
1958, returned a verdict of $5,000 
in P’s favor and against D. 

(a) If P’s attorney felt that 
the verdict was inadequate, and 
D’s attorney felt that it was ex- 
cessive, could the judge order 
D to pay more, or order P to 
accept less than the $5,000? 

(b) If D’s attorney believed 
that the verdict was against the 


weight of the evidence, must he | 


apply to the trial judge for a 
new trial before he can prose- 
cute an appeal on this ground? 

(c) If D’s attorney takes an 
appeal, outline the procedural 
steps in the appeal before oral 
argument of the appeal, includ- 
ing the time elements for each 


| step. 


OPTIONAL QUESTIONS 


(Answer any two of the follow- 
ing five questions) 

O-1. (a) In 1957, P obtained 
a $5,000 judgment against D in 
a Vermont Court, based upon 
proofs showing that in 1956 D 
had alienated the affections of 
P’s wife, W, in New Jersey, where 
the parties then lived. D had 
contested the Vermont suit and 
had moved unsuccessfully for its 
dismissal on the ground that 
New Jersey had abolished the 
cause of action for alienation of 
affections by statute. 

In 1958, P sued D in the New 
Jersey Superior Court on the 
Vermont judgment. After due 
service of the summons and 
complaint, D moved to dismiss 
the action on the basis of the 
New Jersey statute, which bars 
suits for alienation of affections. 
How shoud the court rule on 
D’s motion? 

(b) The New York “Dram 
Shop Act” allows one, who is 
injured because of another’s in- 
toxication, to recover against 
the person who provided the in- 
toxicating liquor to the person 
causing the injury. In 1958, P 
was injured in New Jersey by X, 
an intoxicated person, to whom 
D, a New York tavern-keeper, 
had sold intoxicating liquor in 
New York, while X was intoxi- 
cated there. If P sued D in the 
New Jersey Superior Court for 
the injuries caused by X in New 
Jersey, and assuming that D was 
validly served with the summons 
and complaint in New Jersey, 
may P recover against D? 

O-2. (a) O has an apartment 
house costing $30,000. It is sub- 
ject to a $20,000 mortgage. O 
exchanges this building for P’s 
building (having a $35,000 cost) 
and $5,000 in cash. P takes O’s 
building subject to the $20,000 
mortgage thereon. 

On how much of O’s capital 
gain must he pay a federal tax? 

(b) In July, 1958, W was 
granted a cash award of $10,000 
by the American Science Founda- 
tion for outstanding work in the 
field of nuclear research. 

Is this award subject to the 
payment of a federal income 
tax? 

O-3. X, a resident of Chicago, 
Ill, sued the Pennsylvania 
Railroad Co., a Pennsylvania 
corporation, in the New Jersey 
Superior Court to recover $15,000 
in damages for injuries sustain- 
ed by X in Chicago, IIl., while 
working as a track repairman 
there for the railroad. All of the 
witnesses to the accident lived 
in Chicago, Ill. The suit was 
brought under the Federal Em- 
ployers Liability Act. Service of 
the summons and complaint was 
made upon the railroad by serv- 
ing the station master of the 
railroad at Newark, N. J. The 
railroad made the following mo- 
tions: (1) to dismiss the suit 
for lack of jurisdiction of the 
Subject matter and over the 
railroad (2) to transfer the ac- 
tion to the United States Dis- 
trict Court for the District of 
New Jersey because of diversity 
of citizenship; and (3) to trans- 
fer the action for trial in Illinois 
on the ground of forum non 
conveniens. Should the railroad’s 
motions, or any of them, be 
granted? 

O-4. Ace Fabricating Company 
and Bee Machine Shop, sepa- 
rately owned and operated, are 
located in the same industrial 
building. The employees of both 
companies enter the building 
through a common entrance. 
Union X represents the employ- 
ees of both companies. The 
union’s contract with Bee has 
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New Commercial Law 
Group Formed 


= 


A group of New Jersey attor- 
neys whose major practice is in 
the field of commercial law, have 
formed an association to pro- 
mote and improve the practice 
of law in their field. The organ- 
ization has been named the 
“Commercial Law Association of 
New Jersey.” 

It is intended to foster and 
promote social intercourse be- 
tween its members. The organ- 
ization will again meet on Thurs- 
day, January 29, 1959, with a 
dinner meeting. 

All attorneys who are interest- 
ed in this group and are desirous 
of obtaining additional informa- 
tion may do so by contacting 
Donald Myers, 210 Broad St., 
Elizabeth. 


Announcements 


R. M. James Ruscick is con- 
tinuing the general practice of 
law individually at 400-38th St., 
Union City. His new phone num- 
ber is Union 6-0130. 


Norman E. Darmstatter has 
moved his offices for the general 
practice of law to 615 Main Ave- 
nue, Passaic. 

Bertram M. Berla has moved 
his law offices from 16 West 
Blackwell St., Dover to 22 Orch- 
ard St., Dover. 








one year to run and contains a 
no-strike clause. The union's 
contract with Ace having ex- 
pired and negotiations having 
broken down, Ace’s employees 
went out on strike. 

Bee had been machining parts 
for Ace for years. The president 
of Union X urged Bee to stop 
handling Ace’s work. Bee refused. 

The union set up a peaceful 
picket line around the building 
with placards reading ‘Please 
Do Not Cross the Picket Line.” 
The majority of Bee’s employees 
refused to cross the picket line. 
Bee ordered the 10 employees to 
cross the picket line, and, upon 
their refusal, discharged the 10 
employees. 

Ace, in an effort to keep its 
business operative, farmed out 
the work to Cor Fabricating 
Company, a separate business 
some miles removed from Ace’s 
plant, for the duration of the 
strike. When the union heard 
of this, it set up a picket line 
around Cor’s plant, whereupon 
Cor refused to handle any more 
work for Ace. 

(a) Has the Union violated 
Sec. 8(b)(4)(A) of the NLRB in 
picketing the industria] build- 
ing, in which Ace and Bee are 
located? 

(b) Has the Union violated the 
same section of the NLRB in 
picketing Cor’s place of busi- i 
ness? : 

(c) Has Bee violated Sec. 8- 
(a)(1) of the NLRB in discharg- 
ing the 10 employees, entitling 
them to be reinstated with back 
pay? 

O-5. May a municipal corpo- 
ration: 

(a) Condemn land in another 
municipality for use as an ail- 
port if such use would violate 
the zoning ordinance of the 
municipality where the land 1s 
situate? 

(b) Acquire by purchase land 
in another municipality for us¢ 
as a water tower installation, if 
such use, while reasonable, 
prohibited by the zoning ordin- 
ance of the second municipality: 

(c) Prohibit entirely the us¢ 
of land for industrial purposes 
within its territorial limits? 














(d) Permit the use of land bY) 1. Coy 
New Jersey Turnpike Commis- © hn R. K 
sion for a purpose specificay § 2. Nat 
forbidden by its zoning ordin-F rio M. ] 
ance? ) , 3. Mic 

(e) Acquire and use landf trison , 
within its own territorial limits.) 4. Jose 
when such use is prohibited 6Y| 5. Her 
its zoning ordinance? E ion, L 

" er Cog 
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AT THE 81st ANNUAL DINNER OF THE HUDSON COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 
Hotel Statler, New York 





1. Congressman Elect Cornelius E. Gallagher and 
thn R. Kelly. 
2. Nathan J. Littauer, Hon. Haydn Proctor and 
4rio M. Poleari, President-elect of the Ass’n. 

3. Michael G. Comunale, Hon. John Drewen and 
ttrison A. Williams, Jr., Senator-elect. 

4. Joseph G. Mintz and Harold J. Ruvoldt. 
3 5. Herbert New, Alan Kraut, President of the Asso- 
)_*tion, Lawrence A. Whipple, Louis P. Brenner, 
‘ner Committee Chairman, Samuel Parnes and 


Albert L. Zorn. 

6. James G. Pappas, Maurice A. Brady, Chris G. 
Pappas and Samuel F. Mongiello. 

7. Louis J. Messano, Sen. Richard R. Stout, Anna- 
marie V. Paterno, Hon. Gene R. Mariano and Congress- 
man-elect Dominick V. Daniels. 

8. Quentin J. De Fazio, Charles De Fazio, Jr., 
Robert F. McAlevy, Jr., Frederick H. Hauser, John J. 
Grogan, M. Edward De Fazio, Peter Daghlian and 
Samuel J. Davidson. 


Saturday, December 6, 1958 


§. August W. Heckman and David H. Werther. 

10. Frank Fahy, Bernard S. Walsh, Sen. William 
F. Kelly, Jr., and Jack Geddy Goldberg. 

11. (Front) Hon. David A. Nimmo, Hon. Charles 
W. Broadhurst, Chief Justice Weintraub, Hon. John 
Drewen, and Hon. Harold Kolovsky. (Rear) Alex 
De Sevo, Lawrence A. Whipple, Hon. Furman W. 
Reeves, Hon. John J. Grossi, Alan Kraut, and Louis 
P. Brenner. 

12. Alex De Sevo and Raymond J. Otis. 
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Federal Tax Notes 


By Harold Kamens 
FRAUD PENALTIES: Taxpay- 
er operated an army and navy 
Store as a sole proprietor and 
also conducted a licensed pawn 
shop in one corner of the store. 


In addition, taxpayer maintain- | 


ed an active brokerage account, 


held rental properties, and from | 


time to time traded in diamonds. 
His records were both incom- 
plete and inadequate to reflect 
the taxable income. 

Held: The court permits a re- 
construction of taxpayer’s in- 
come under the net worth 
method after allowing for cer- 
tain adjustments. It also finds 
that a substantial under-report- 
ing of large amounts of income 
represented a consistent pattern 
for a number of years, and sus- 
tains the fraud penalty. Lewis, 
TCM 1947-158. 

INTEREST ON BORROWED 
CAPITAL: Taxpayer corporation 
borrowed various sums of money 
paying 6% interest. On each oc- 
casion a certain amount was 
withheld by the lender as ‘prem- 
imum for making the loan’. 

Held: Such ‘premiums’ are in- 
terest on borrowed capital for 
EPT. L-R Heat Treating Co., 28 
TC No. 99. 

TOINT RETURNS: Generally 
if a husband files a joint return 
without objection from the wife, 
and she files no separate return, 
it will be presumed the joint 


return was filed with the con-| 


sent of the wife. However, tax- 
payer wife here showed that she 
was separated from her husband 
until his death; that she did not 
sign or tacitly acquiesce in any 
joint return; that she had not 
filed a separate return for the 
same period because of a mis- 
taken impression that the filing 
by her employer of a withhold- 
ing tax ~ irn was sufficient. 

Held: She is not liable for the 
tax shown on the joint return. 
Groves, TCM 1957-196. 

LOSSES: Taxpayer operated a 
photographic studio and did 
professional work both portrait 
and outdoor. Although he aban- 
doned the studio prior to the 
taxable years, he continued to do 
professional work at a net loss. 

Held: Taxpayer was engaged 
in trade or business as a photo- 
grapher with the hope of ulti- 
mately making a profit, and the 
losses are deductible. Taxpayer’s 
other sources of income did not 
show him to be a ‘rich man in- 
dulging in a hobby’. Eggert, TCM 
1957-221. 

DEDUCTIONS: Taxpayer, who 
had promoted and developed 
shopping centers and residential 
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| developments, 
_made for the purpose of deter- 


had a _ survey 
mining whether he should en- 
gage in industrial developments. 

Held: The expenditure was for 
investigating a potential new 
trade or business preparatory to 
entering it, and the cost is 
denied as either a business ex- 
pense, an expense incurred for 
the collection or production of 
income, or as a loss. York, 29 TC 
No. 60. 

BUSINESS EXPENSE: In 1924, 
while taxpayer was a stockhold- 
er and chief executive of several 
newspapers he made a state- 
ment in a published interview 
about an employee. The em- 
ployee sued for libel and won a 
judgment of about $2,000 which 
taxpayer paid and deducted in 
1951. 

Held: The statement was made 
in the course of conducting his 
then business and is deductible 
as a business expense. Permit- 
ting a deduction for a private 
wrongdoing in the course of 
conducting a business, as op- 
posed to a public wrongdoing, 
does not violate public policy. 
Vanderbilt, Jr., TCM 1957-235. 

AUTO EXPENSES: Taxpayer, 
a timber ‘faller’ used his car to 
travel between his home and the 
logging site, and to transport 


| tools and equipment. He claimed 
/ about $600 cost of operating the 


car; the Commissioner disallow- 
ed all but $90. 
Held: The sum of $150 is al- 


lowed, since this use of the car 
|was not only for commuting, 
but also in taxpayer’s trade. 
Canclini, TCM 1957-245. 

PENSION PAYMENT: Tax- 
payer is the widow of Wash- 
ington, D. C. policeman. Her 
husba se was about to be retired 
for disability, but died before the 
necessary procedural steps were 
sscninraetie 

Held: The pension paid to tax- 
payer, the widow of a de- 
ceased policeman, is the same 
whether he was retired for dis- 
ability or died of natural causes. 
Therefore, the pension was not 
excludable as a disability pay- 
ment. Riley, Ct. Clms., 12 4/47. 

LEGAL EXPENSES: Taxpay- 


er’s father fired the first shot in 
a family war, when, objecting to 
taxpayer’ posed marriage, he 
summarily removed him as pres- 
ident of the family corporation. 
In the ensuing struggle, in 
which taxpayer’s mother joined 
his father, some thirty lawsuits 
were brought. Ultimately tax- 
payer regained control of the 
corporation and was restored t 
the presidency with compensa- 
tion for the unlawful dismissal 

Held: The attorney’s fees paid 
in carrying on this legal cam- 
paign were deductible as ex- 
penses incurred in the produc- 
tion of income and the conserva- 
tion of income-producing prop- 
erty. A fee paid for an opinion as 
to the corporation's potential 
Section 102 liability was not de- 
ductible, that was an expense of 
the corporation. Ingalls, DC Ala., 
1/29/58. 


Ss prc 


DIVIDEND INCOME: After 
taxpayer made valid gifts of 


stock in a controlled corporation 
to his wife and two sons, the 
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corporation declared a dividend 
on the stock. 

Held: The dividend income to 
taxpayer was a constructive re- 
ceipt, even though the wife and 
two sons reported the amount 
of the dividend on their tax re- 
turns. The transaction on the 
corporate records indicated that 
the dividend had not been with- 
drawn by the wife and two 
sons, but had been left as a loan 
by taxpayer. Jolly’s Motor Livery 
Co., TCM 1957-231. 

NONRECOGNITION OF GAIN: 
Taxpayer, who had built a house 
for his own use and lived there 
for many years, upon being 
temporarily assigned to work 
abroad, leased it with the intent 
of eventually returning to the 
house. However, because of Fed- 
eral rent control regulations, he 
was unable to get possession of 
the house upon his return and 
was compelled to purchase an- 
other house. He sold the old 
house and claimed nonrecogni- 
tion on its sale on the ground it 

is his residence. 

Held: The court agrees the 
house sold was his residence in 
spite of the fact it was tempo- 
rarily rented out. Trisko, 29 TC 
No. 59. 

ORDINARY INCOME: Tax- 
payer was entitled to $100,000 
payable over six years for services 
rendered a foundation in con- 
nection with its purchase and 
letting of a tanker. After three 
years, the foundation sold the 
tanker and settled its obligations 
to taxpayer by paying him some 
$41,000. 

Held: 
payment 


The court denies the 
was for an interest in 
the tanker; it was a lump-sum 
commutation payment for 
amounts due under an employ- 
ment contract and is a substi- 
tute for future compensation, 
taxable as ordinary income. The 
fact that the amounts due under 
the contract were commuted 
into a lump-sum figure did not 
change the basic nature of such 
payment to proceeds from the 
sale of a capital asset which 
would be taxable as _ capital 
gains. Gordon, 29 TC No. 58. 

ROYALTIES ARE CAPITAL 
GAINS: Taxpayer assigned an 
exclusive right to make, use and 
sell under certain patents to a 
corporation of which he was a 
62% stockholder. It was stipu- 
lated that taxpayer was not a 
professional inventor. 

Held: The assignment was a 
sale and the patent was a capital 
asset; the royalties are accorded 
capital gain treatment. King, DC 
Tex., 12/13/57. 

ORDINARY INCOME: Tax- 
payers, who had received FHA- 
insured apartment buildings as 
a distribution from their corpo- 
ration, carried on an aggressive 
and active campaign to sell the 
property by advertising in lead- 
ing newspapers and by hiring a 
real estate broker who was sup- 


plied an office, telephone, and 
office help. 
Held: The apartments were 


held primarily for the sale to 
customers in the ordinary course 
of business, and the gain real- 
ized was ordinary income. Poll, 
CA-9, 12/18/57. 

FROZEN BANK DEPOSIT: In 
1947 taxpayer purchased a frozen 
bank deposit. The bank trans- 
ferred the amount on its books 
and sent taxpayer a formal] no- 
tice of the transfer and the 
amount of the deposit. In 1951, 
the bank paid the frozen deposit. 

Held: The taxpayer is entitled 
to report the gain as capital. The 
Code treats “evidence of indebt- 
edness . in registered form” 
as a capital asset. The bank’s 
letter was such evidence. Toye, 


DC La., 11/25/57. 
ORDINARY INCOME: Tax- 


Payers were the principal stock- 
holders and officers of a lumber 
company which supplied ll 
materials for home construction, 
and of a building company which 
was used as an outlet for the 
products of the lumber company. 
They owned lots as tenants in 


common which they sold during 
the taxable period to the build- 
ing company and to third parties 
on the condition that the pur- 
chasers buy all their building 
materials from the lumber 
company. 

Held: The lots were not capital 
assets but were held by taxpay- 
ers primarily for sale to cus- 
tomers in the ordinary course of 
their business to promote the 
lumber company. Gains result- 
ing from their sale were taxable 
as ordinary income. Lakin, CA-4, 
11/25/57. 

ORDINARY INCOME: Tax- 
payer, whose major activity was 
the purchase and sale of real 
property, contended that out of 
18 parcels sold in 1953, 6 were 
purchased as investments for 
rental income, and that the 
Commissioner erred in not al- 
lowing the gain from their sale 
to be taxed as long-term capital 
gain. Taxpayer offered no ex- 
planation why the 6 specific 
parcels should be excluded from 
his real estate business or how 
they differed from the other 12 
he conceded were business as- 
sets. He also failed to prove his 
argument that the “investments 
were sold for the purpose of sat- 
isfying tax liens. 

Held: All the properties were 
held primarily for sale to custo- 
mers and the gains were prop- 
erty taxed as ordinary income. 
Fronk, TCM 1957-240. 

ORDINARY INCOME: Tax- 
payer granted another exclusive 
rights to remove sand and gravel 
from his property for a 15-year 
period, at a stated price per 
unit, subject to advance and 
minimum payments. The Tax 
Court held that these receipts 
were ordinary income subject to 
the depletion allowance, not 
capital gain. 

Held: Decision is reversed. As 
it reads the agreement, the court 
stated that title to the sand and 
gravel in place was passed, the 
seller retained merely security 
for the payments. Barker, CA-2, 
12/9/57. 

REFUNDS FOR BARRED 
YEARS: In 1942, taxpayer made 
machinery and equipment ex- 
penditures which, in 1952, as 
part of a settlement of 1940-194é 
taxes it agreed to capitalize and 
depreciate at a fixed rate. Tax- 
payer is now suing for this de- 
preciation allowance for the 
years 1946-1949. 

Held: The court finds those 
years are barred by the statute 
of limitations. But it does allow 
the barred refund as an equit- 
able recoupment against the 
Still-open 1940-1945 taxes. M. A. 
Ferst, Ltd., DC Ga., 11/22/57. 

CAPITAL STOCK TAX: Tax- 
payer was on a fiscal year end- 
ing August 31. For the year end- 
ed August 31, 1945, taxpayer 
accrued and deducted the capi- 
tal stock tax to be paid June 30, 
1946. This tax was levied for the 
year beginning July 1 and was 
payable at the end of the year. 
However, in November 1946, the 
tax was repealed. 

Held: Following the annual 
accounting concept, the court 
allows the deduction as being a 
proper accrual based on the 
facts prevailing at the end of the 
taxable year. Rahr Malting Co., 
DC Wisc., 12/16/57. 

UNCONSTITUTIONAL TAX: A 
taxpayer had accrued on its 1948 
return township taxes which 
were actually paid over in 1948 
and 1949. In the latter year, the 
taxes were found to be uncon- 
stitutional. 

Held: The original deduction 
in 1948 will be allowed to stand 
and the refund of tax, if there 
is ever any, will be taxed in the 
year when received. Denise Coal 
Co., 29 TC No. 61. 

LOSSES: Taxpayer and his 
ex-wife were divorced, but he 
still handled her financial af- 
fairs. He suggested the purchase 
of certain stocks by her and 
agreed to bear any losses she 
might incur on these stocks if he 


would receive one-half of any, 





profits. Dividends were to belong 
to her. Ultimately the stocks 
were sold at a loss. 

Held: The payments made 
pursuant to this agreement were 
fully deductible as losses on a 
transaction entered into for 
profit. Taxpayer had no owner- 
ship in the securities and was 
not engaged in a joint venture. 
Paddock, DC Calif., 11/15/57. 

PAYMENT FOR STOCK: Tax- 
payer bought the stock of a cor- 
poration wholly owned by three 
brothers. He paid two of them 
$98,000 and the third one $50,000 
for the stock plus $48,000 he 
claimed as compensation under 
an employment contract. 

Held: The $48,000 paid by tax- 
payer was not deductible as 
compensation but was part of 
the cost of the stock purchased. 
G. Haiss Mfg. Co., TCM 1957-241. 

TRUST FUND TAXABLE: Tax- 
payer, a cemetery corporation 
organized for profit, sold cem- 
etry lots under a contract which 
required it to pay 15% of the 
purchase price into a trust fund 
for the erection of a chapel and 
administration building. It ex- 
cluded this 15% from its gross 


” income. 


Held: The amount is taxable 
It had substantial control of the 
trust. It could modify the trust 
except to recover the payment; 
the trustees were the executive 
committee of the taxpayer. 
Gracelawn Memorial Park, Inc 
DC Del., 12/2/57. 

ORDINARY INCOME: Tax- 
payer, an American travel agency 
which was a Subsidiary of a 
Norwegian parent, obtained 
travel services and accommoda 
tions for its patrons from the 
parent on a running account 
credit. The amount payable 
the parent was accrued at 
exchange rate existing early in 
1949, whereas actual payments 
were made later at a lower ex- 
change rate due to devaluation 
of the krone. 

Held: The benefit of 
$25,000 realized by the American 
agency by payment of its obliga 
tions with devalued krone is or- 
dinary income resulting from 4 
independent investment or s 








nF? 
dk 





ulation in foreign exchange. 
Bennett’s Travel Bureau, Inc 
29 TC No. 38. 


BUSINESS BAD DEBT: Ta: 
payer manufactured jewelry 
cases and boxes in Buffalo as 
sole proprietor. He created 
separate sales corporation 
California and sold it raw ma 
terials and merchandise from 
his Buffalo plant. zs 

Held: Loans of some $63.00 
made by the proprietorship 0 
the California corporation ove! 
a four-year period are proxl- 
mately related to the business of 
the proprietorship and are 
ductible in full as a bus 
bad debt when the corp e 
operations ceased. Weil Estate, 
29, TC No. 40. 

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS: 
Taxpayer-farmers receive tne 
water from certain non-p 
mutual-ditch companies. 
claimed as business expense 
ductions the assessments pa 
these companies. The Co: 
sioner contended that in v - 
the use to which these pay = 
were put, e. g., retirement 
bonds and purchase of cap:t4 
items, they must be treatea + 














capital. aa ‘ 
Held: The court upholds hens 
Commissioner’s determi ination. § 


reversing the district © 
which had allowed the decu 
tion. The payments went to hand 
pand the water distributior 
tem and thus are capit 
nature. Akin, CA-10, 10/19 

ORDINARY INCOME: 
leasing agreement covering 
and gas properties, taxpaye! 
lessors retained the usual roya 
ty and also received 2 cast e 
bonus and an oil payment. Wt 
respect to the oil payment. , 
lessees agreed to purchase ! 
a reduced price after two ye? 
The reduced price plus the ca 
1) 
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% bonus were equivalent to the 
$15-per-acre bonus taxpayers 
had demanded during the nego- 
tiations. 

Held: Looking at the substance 
of the transaction, the court 
finds the so-called sale of the 
oil payment back to the lessees 
was intended as an additional 
cash bonus. The proceeds are 
thus ordinary income rather 
than capital gains. Frey, DC 
Tex., 11/2/57. 

NON-BUSINESS BAD DEBT: 
Three brothers in the cattle 
business formed a corporation to 
start a newspaper. They ad- 
vanced $84,300 to keep the news- 
paper going, but it was a losing 
proposition from start to finish. 
1. The brothers contended that the 
corporation never came into ex- 
istence because corporate for- 
malities of annual m eetings etc. 
were not observed, and that all 
the expenses and losses were 

their own. 


Held: The Tax Cour 
the paper was publis] 
valid corporation whi 
separate taxable entity. 
vances were held to be 
ness bad debts. As the debt s were 
only partially worthle in the 
taxable year, no dotuationn were 
allowed. Decision is affirmed. 
Skarda, CA-10, 11/30/57. 

Rev. Rul. 58-480: BUSINESS 
EXPENSES: Where the terms of 
an insurance policy provide that 
’ the benefit payments to be made 
1ed are for loss of income, dismem- 
berment, or loss of life, but do 
he not specifically provide that the 

of payments under the contract are 

to to reimburse the policyholder for 
the certain business overhead ex- 
penses incurred by him during 
nts a period of disability due to 
X- + injury or sickness, the premiums 
" paid on such a policy do not 
constitute business expenses and 

yer are not deductible under section 
an 162 of 





found 






nonbusi- 








eg the Internal Revenue 
ioa- Code of 1954. 

ot Rev. Rul. 58-481: MEDICAL, 

an DENTAL, ETC., EXPENSES: Ex- 

= penses incurred by a taxpayer 


BBS for the purpose of maintaining 
1¢ his mentally retarded son at a 
home that cares for such cases 
which was recommended by a 
physician, and where the super- 
vised and restricted environment 
provided is considered thera- 
peutically mecessary for him, 
constitute medical expenses for 
EEVE Federal income tax purposes and 
are deductible in computing 
taxable income to the extent 
provided in section 213 of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. 


Rev. Rul. 58-484: SPECIAL 
RULES FOR CREDITS AND DE- 
DUCTIONS: The phrase “finally 
allowed”, for the purposes of 
section 1.642(g)-1 of the Income 
Tax Regulations, may be con- 
Strued as referring to an estate 
tax return in which the deduc- 
tion in question has been allow- 
ed i and with respect to which the 
tatute of limitations on assess- 
iene has expired, or in which 
for any reason, such as a closing 
agreement, an assessment of a 
deficiency resulting from disal- 
lowance of the deduction is pro- 
hibited. 

ORDINARY INCOME: Taxpay- 
_ er had a contract with another 
“® utility in the area under which 
each sold surplus power to the 
ther from time to time. TVA 
quired the properties of the 
Other utility and taxpayer 
agreed to accept a cash payment 
énd to cancel this contract. The 
§ Payment was based on taxpayer’s 
p Ret earnings under the contract 
astm Projected over the balance of 
© the term. 
se Held: The payment is ordinary 
= Xcome. It merely represents an 

t estimated 
taxpayer would have 
farned under the contract. Ap- 
. Clms., 












LU 































| CHARITABLE DEDUCTION: 


Decedent’s will bequeathed a 
fund in trust for the payment 
of $100 or $150 to each of the 
student nurses in training at a 
certain hospital. Although the 
payments could be used by the 
nurses in any way, the trust was 
for the benefit of a general class. 

Held: Liberally construing the 
provision, a charitable deduction 
is allowed. Davis Estate, 26 TC 
549, acq. IRB 1947-41. 

FRAUD PENALITY: For nine 
years taxpayer failed to file re- 
turns or pay taxes although he 
knew he was in receipt of tax- 
able income. His explanation was 
that he did not approve of the 
wasteful manner in which the 
Government was spending tax 
money. 

Held: The 50% fraud penalty 
is imposed. The failure to file 
returns is persuasive evidence of 


DEPRECIATION: Taxpayer 
foreclosed on the property of a 
corporation of which he was the 
principal stockholder. He allow- 
ed the corporation to continue 
to use the property without pay- 
ing rent. 

Held: A depreciation deduction 
is disallowed as the property was 
used, not in his business, but 
in the corporation’s business; 
nor was it used for the produc- 
tion of income. Yeager, DC Ky., 
12/2/57. 

BUSINESS EXPENSE DEDUC- 
TION: A corporation incurred 
litigation expenses pursuant to 
a consent decree in connection 
with a stockholders’ suit. It had 
paid fees to its attorney of rec- 
ord as well as the attorneys of 
record of the minority stock- 
holders. Ho vever, after the min- 





ority stockholders obtained con- fraudulent intent. Powell, CA-9, 
trol under the terms of the 1/13/58. 
decree, the corporation paid FRAUD PENALTIES: The 


Commissioner asserted deficien- 
cies against taxpayer for sub- 
stantial understatements of in- 
come for 1945 through 1951, for 


$10,000 to a law firm of which 
one of the minority stockholders 
was a member, and $10,000 to a 
member of an other stockholders’ 





group to compensate them for which years taxpayer had been 
services rendered’ in the law- convicted of evasion. Taxpayer’s 
suit. explanation had been that his 

Held: The prior fees are al- wife had given him $25,000. In 
lowed; the latter fees are denied 1951, however, when taxpayer 
aS a business expense since it filed an answer to his wife’s 
was not shown that the ‘services’ complaint for divorce, he speci- 
were rendered for the benefit of fically denied that he had ever 
the corporation. Royal Cotton received large sums of money 
Mill Co., 29 TC No. 84. from her. 

CAPITAL INVESTMENTS: A Held: ™ deficiencies and 
small loan corporation sold its fraud penalties are sustained. 
loan office to taxpayer-manager Thompson, ‘TOM 1958-7. 
for his long-term promissory ORDINARY INCOME: Tax- 
notes. The corporation loaned payer, an employee of a corpora- 


tion, participant in its 
qualified pension plan. In 1946 
the employer-corporation trans- 
ferred all of its assets to another 
corporation a reorganization, 
and taxpayer then became an 
employee of the acquiring cor- 
poration. Although the latter 
corporation had its own pension 
plan, it retained and continued 
the plan of the acquired corpo- 
ration for five years, until 1951, 


taxpayer money and guaranteed 
the small loan obligations with- 
out additional charge. 

Held: The installment pay- 
ments by taxpayer on his notes 
are capital investments, not 
deductible payments for services 
of the corporation. Clark, Jr., 
TCM 1958-10. 

ORDINARY AND NECESSARY 
EXPENSES: Taxpayer, an Amer- 
ican travel agency, paid the 


was a 


in 


manager of its Norwegian affili- when it terminated the plan and 
ate for expenses incurred in ac- made a lump-sum distribution 
commodating and entertaining to taxpayer of $20,000. 

the agency’s clients. The Com- Held: The distribution in 1951 
missioner disallowed the deduc- was not eligible for long-term 
tion on the ground that the re- capital gain because it was not 











cipient was not taxpayer’s em- made on unt of termination 
ployee and the payment was of taxpayer’s services to his first 
really to maintain the goodwill employer, but rather on account 
of the affiliate. of termination of the plan. 

Held: The payments were for Hence, tl ayment constituted 
reimbursement, were ordinary ordinary inc ome. Buckley, 29 TC 
and necessary expenses, and are No. 50. 


deductible. Bennett’s Travel Bur- COMPENSATION: Taxpayer is 


eau, Inc., 29 TC No. 38. the widow of the founder and 
DEDUCTION: Taxpayer, on the president of a corporation and 
accrual basis, went out of the also the holder of 50% of the 


television servicing business and 
agreed to pay another firm some 
$200,000 to complete its unex- 
pired contracts after May 1951. 

Held: Taxpayer is permitted 
to accrue the full amount as a 
deduction as of May 31, 1951, the 
end of its fiscal year. Bressner 
Radio, Inc., 28 TC No. 378, acq. 
IRB 1958-3. 


stock. The corporation’s directors 
voted to pay her the salary paid 
her late husband for a 21-month 
period. The resolution spoke of 
the payment as recognition of 
his contributions and also as ad- 
ditional compensation for his 
services. The corporation deduct- 
ed the payments as business ex- 
penses. 


NO VALUE TO NOTE: For ser- Held: Weight is put to the 
vices rendered, a cash basis tax- reference in the resolution to 
payer received in 1951 a $7,000 additional compensation, and 


ts were not gifts but 
to the widow as 
Bounds, DC Mad., 


unsecured noninterest bearing 
promissory note payable “240 
days thereafter”. At time of is- 
suance, the maker of the note 
was without funds. Taxpayer was 
in need of immediate cash dur- 
ing the year of receipt and on 
10 or 15 occasions attempted to 
sell the note but without success. 

Held: The note had no fair 
market value in 1951. Williams, 
28 TC No. 144, acq. IRB 1958-3. 

COMPENSATION: Taxpayer 
furnished a corporation with in- 
formation as to possible custom- 
ers. Later that same year the 
corporation presented him with 
a Cadillac automobile. 

Held. The corporation treated 
the payment as a business ex- 
pense and reported it on a Form 
1099, and there was no donative 
intent. The value of the auto- 
mobile constitutes compensation 
which should have been included 
in taxpayer’s gross income. 
Duberstein, TCM 1958-4. 


the paymen 
were taxable 
compensation 
12/16/57. 

GIFTS: Taxpayer’s husband 
and another were co-owners of a 
two-man corporation. They had 
an understanding that if one 
died, the survivor would provide 
some financial assistance to the 
other’s widow. However, there 
was no contractually binding 
agreement to this effect. 

Held: Payments made by the 
corporation to the widow, about 
equal to one year’s salary of her 
husband, are gifts. Linoff, DC 
Minn., 12/30/57. 

TRANSFER IN CONTEMPLA- 
TION OF DEATH: Decedent and 
his wife made a transfer in 
trust of stock and _ securities 
owned by them as tenants by the 
entireties. 

Held: The transfer was made 
in contemplation of death. How- 
ever, since the property trans- 


Essay Contests On "Constitution and Religion 
In School" Open To Law Students, Lawyers 





‘CHICAGO 
calogue Society of Lawyers today 
invited competition in two essay 
contests it is sponsoring. 

Both contests are on the sub- 
ject: “The Constitution and Re- 
ligion in the Public Schools.” 

One contest is for junior and 
senior law school students any- 
where in the U.S., and the other 
is for all lawyers in the state of 
Illinois and Decalogue Society 
members wherever they may re- 
side. 

Both contests will end next 
July 1. The first, second and 
third prizewinners of each con- 
test will receive cash awards and 
publication of their winning es- 
says in the Decalogue Journal. 

The law student contest will be 
judged by U. S. District Court 
Judge Julius J. Hoffman, Cook 
County Criminal Court Chief 
Justice A. L. Marovitz, and Hlin- 
ois Appellate Judge John V. Mc- 
Cormick. The lawyers contest will 
be judged by U. S. District Court 
Judge Julius H. Miner, Illinois 
Supreme Court Justice Walter V. 
Schaefer and Illinois Appellate 
Court Judge Ulysses S. Schwartz. 

“Today, Constitutional con- 
cepts of all kinds and the courts 
themselves are on trial,” said 
Alec E. Weinrob, president of the 
Decalogue Society of Lawyers, in 
announcing the contest. “The 
question of religion in the public 





ferred was held under a tenancy 
by the entirety, only one-half of 
the value so transferred in trust 
was included in decedent’s gross 
estate. Borner Estate, 25 TC’ 584, 
acq. IRB 1958-41. 

LIFE INSURANCE PROCEEDS: 
Decedent has assigned a lite 
insurance policy to his wife 
seven years prior to his death, 
and his wife had, after that 
time, paid the premiums with 
checks drawn on her own ac- 
count. 

Held: The testimony of the 
wife was insufficient to support 
the executors’ contention that 
the premiums had not been paid 
with funds indirectly derived 
from the decedent, and the value 
of the proceeds of the policy are 
includible in the decedent’s 
gross estate. Wolf Estate, 29 TC 
No. 48, 12/12/57. 

TRUST INCOME: In 1948, tax- 
payer and her husband pur- 
chased business real estate for 
about $360,000. Some two months 
later each created a trust for 
their son to which each trans- 
ferred his undivided half-inter- 
est, worth about $180,000, subject 
to a charge reserved of $150,000. 
Taxpayer and her husband se- 
cured this equitable charge with 
a lien, but the trust instrument 
provided there could be no fore- 
closure. They, as trustees, had 
the power to prepay the charge. 

Held: Each taxpayer is taxable 
on 83% (150/180) of the income 
of the trust. To the extent of the 
charge the taxpayers, in effect, 
retained a right to revest the 
corpus in themselves. Barber, 
CA-5, 1/14/58. 

“PUSH-BACK” RULE: A lace 
manufacturer claimed EPT re- 
lief on the grounds that if it 
had increased its capacity two 
years earlier than it actually did, 
its base period production would 
have been higher. 

Held: Relief is denied. The 
manufacturer’s reconstructed 
figures failed to reach a con- 
Structive average base period 
net income great enough to jus- 
tify any relief. Liberty Fabrics 
of New York, Inc., 28 TC No. 70. 


(ACCN)—The De-; 


schools is again of prime import- 
ance. 

“Various groups are advocat- 
ing the introduction of religion 
in the public schools in one form 
or another; on religious holidays 
religious displays are being set 
up. 

“Other groups are objecting to 
this teaching and these displays. 
Some litigation has taken place 
on the subject in various parts 
of the country, notably in New 
York. 

“For these reasons the Deca- 
logue Society contest should ap- 
peal to lawyers and law students 
who are trained to equate their 
knowledge of the law with their 
interest in public affairs.” 

Solomon Jesmer, Weinrob’s 
predecessor as president of the 
Decalogue Society, during whose 
administration the contests were 
conceived, felt that the Deca- 
logue Society would make a con- 
tribution in the public interest 
by sponsoring these contests 
among lawyers and law students. 

Jesmer has said, “Perhaps the 
answers to questions that have 
troubled people of good faith 
everywhere will be found in some 
of the essays submitted in these 
important contests.” 

Weinrob said the rules of the 
contest may be obtained by writ- 
ing the Decalogue Society of 
Lawyers, 180 W. Washington St., 
Chicago 2. The rules and other 
arrangements for the contests 
were completed by the society’s 
essay contest committee of which 
Atty. Joseph S. Grant is chair- 
man. 

Funds for the prizes and ex- 
penses of the contests have been 
obtained from the Decalogue 
Foundation, Inc., of which Elmer 
Gertz, former president of the 
Decalogue Society, is president. 
The foundation has _ selected 
Marshall Patner as administra- 
tive director for the contests. 

The Decalogue Society is the 
third largest bar group in Illi- 
nois. Its membership consists of 
approximately 1500 lawyers and 
judges of Jewish faith. 
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Teaching Physics In Court , 





by Prof. Jonathan Karas* 

Most of us are used to 
a certain number of irration- 
alities in physical science that 
show up repeatedly on exam 
papers—we might even say re- 
signed to them. I might venture 
to say that most of us regard 
these inconsistencies as part of 
the learning process. Repeated 
violations may bring stern rep- 
rimands or an effect on the 
Student’s grade. The danger 
here is relatively small. 

However, when similar incon- 
sistencies form the basis of con- 
victing or freeing a suspected 
highway killer the problem re- 
quires forthright action not the 
shading of the  defendant’s 
grades. In this case glossing over 

“noint of scientific order” can 
indeed produce dire results. 

I have had the opportunity of 
appearing as an expert witness 
in many court trials in numer- 
ous states under various condi- 
tions. If you are under the im- 
pression that there is nothing 
new under the sun spend a day 
in court during a trial of a com- 
plex automobile accident. There 
you will see science action in 
a practical problem. 

Why should a physicist go to 
court? Who hires him? What aid 
can he offer? 

First, a physicist may go to 
court to present information in 





in 


the realm of his endeavors 
which may have a bearing on 
the point in question. Now, 
knowing nhysical laws is not 
enough for he must be versed 


field under debate. In 
my case I have had an associa- 
tion with an automotive group 
which has actively done re- 
search in automotive engineer- 
ing. Projects include steering 
wheel deformation under impact, 
frictional qualities of tires, crash 
decelerations with actual vehi- 


in the 


cles, safety design, and other 
factors in which the _ courts 
seem to be interested. So, simply 


speaking, I go to court to ex- 


plain within the bounds of the 
available data what could have, 
or could not have, occurred in 
a particular collision. 


Next, who hires you? Obviously 


it is either the defense or the 
prosecution. The attorney or in- 
surance representative who 
looks you up feels he knows 


what happened but is not quali- 
fied to explain why within the 
bounds of scientific doctrine. 
Simply stated you become a 
consultant to your client. 
Finally, what aid can he offer? 
Once in a while-an excellent 
amount, about half the time- 
reasonable aid, and the rest of 
the time you spend with clients 


explaining why their obvious 
solution is the wrong one. In 
the last case it seems difficult 
for the attorney to accept the 


fact that of the multitude of 
laws and equaiions available 
none can be bent to prove his 
hunch. This is a bitter pill and 
he wanders off muttering that 
“we are doomed and the Rus- 
sians will take over-science in- 
deed!” 

If all is well you bundle your 
papers, tires, models, and other 
audio-visual material and you 
appear in all dignity before the 
court. 

Now the obstacle course be- 
gins. Nothing personal is meant 
for we are merely following the 
traditions which assure us our 
full measure of justice. At times 
the point may seem lost but it 
is always there forming the 
basis of the operation. 

What are your qualifications? 
These are straightforward and 
you recite them in proper order 
Here begins your three-faced 
existence. 
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To your client you are manna 
from Heaven for you hold the 
key to his successful pursuit of 
the case. 

To the opposition you are an 
unqualified ogre trying to cover 
up the “facts” by scientific gib- 
ber-jabber. These laws may be 
all right for Sputniks and atom 
bombs but what use are they in 
an automobile accident? 

To the Court you present a 
mixed character. If the court 
accepts your opinions it will be 
labelled as progressive and mod- 
rn-thinking, certainly a com- 
mendable quality. But, if legal 
procedure intervenes and the 
decision is reversed the Court 
appears duped and never 
make the same mistake again. 
Thus the Court’s acceptance 
truly depends on past experience. 
Eventually you can pick the 


will 


Court which has been redeemed 
by science and that in which 


scientific information backfired 
from a legal sense. The result 
is definite—either you talk or 
you don’t. 

What kind of information can 
you expect upon which to base 
an opinion? This varies greatly 
because of the highly variable 
conditions under which cases 
come to the attorney. Rarely is 
the lawyer in from the begin- 
ning while the information 
available-information such as 
the actual vehicles, marks in 
the road, and other pertinent 
factors. Many cases get to them 
years later with a further delay 
before they reach you. Some- 
times the data good. Police 
reports have careful measure- 
ments, many clear photographs 
have been taken from many 
angles, and vital parts which 
came in contact have been pre- 
served. Careful st 


udy may 

what happened by application of 
basic conservation laws. There 
then remains the problem to 
keep the iss While op- 
position attempts them 
by attempting dow! 
your methods and ations 

But, more often than not, 
here meager data none. 
One case which came to our 
attention required a statement 
that brakes were faulty based on 
the fact that the car went of 
control and hit a tree killing the 
driver. This happened years ago 
and no vehicle or photographs 
were available. The lawyer felt 
strongly that the brakes failed. 
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Wasn't there some law some- 
where which could be used to 
justify his claim? 

There is a strong need for 
legislation which will make it 


mandatory to impound all vehi- 


cles which resulted in highway 
fatality. Such evidence is imper- 
ative to produce a firm result in 
such extreme cases. 

What kind of data is help- 
ful? Just to list a few of the 
items we should include: vehicle 


and ex- 
vehicles; 


body 


attitudes at angle 
tent of deformation 
measurements to deep 
gouges which may help fix 
pact angle; tire mark (brakes 
leave no marks! characte! 
length, density: weather condi- 
tions; road type and dimensions; 
debris at scene traceable to vehi- 
cles; and other ich factors 
which may yield ta valuable 
in reconstruction. 

Such information, 
with research findings 
files, helps attain a clear 
of possible sources of 
sibility. 

Statements from police offi- 
cers and witnesses are helpful as 
well. At times these statements 
ecnfirm scientific deduction. 
Other times science can show 
discrepancies in dig egin testi- 
mony. A case comes to mind in- 
volving data sae by two 
vitnesses. One said that a tire 

he 


exploded in front of him and 
estimated went about 65 feet 
vertically into the air. The other 


cal 
witness heard the explosion and 


ran from a nearby parking lot, 


rest; 
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Taxpayers Scan New 
-Laws For 1958 Year-End 
Tax Savings 


Taxpayers are finding some 
new tax-saving opportunities 
this year-end by taking advan- 


of income tax amendments 
enacted by Congress in 1958, ac- 


tage 





cording to Commerce Clearing 
House, national reporting au- 
thority on tax and business law. 








rtant 
the 


he most 
ng 


of 


impor 
itis babl 











tl drovision permitting a 

of an additional 20 per cent 

irst-year depreciation allowance 
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in time ) see the tir land 
There is no problem justifying 
these res providing the sec- 
ond can run 70 miles 
per hour! : can easily see how 
such numbers may elude juries 
and court personnel unless their 
background includes basic phys- 
ics > disturbing thing here is 
tha ch testimony, if not chal- 
lenge is oft-times used on 
furt days of trial as a basis 
f further deduction. me thus 
roduce a Leaning Tower of Pisa 

‘ientific fallacies which to 

asual observer seems abso- 

l el al 

Such ir 1 cles are not 

to fin They occur in most 

l n ials as inaccurate 
vel e speed estimates which do 
not agrees estimated dis- 
ances an Ss; braking dis- 

ances much too short for com- 

} aval ire-road com- 

ns -ptions about 

) es and energies available 

wice the speed, twice the en- 
ergy’): and gross violations of 
scientific concepts. One helpful 
udge offered to aid jury under- 
standing by xplaining that 
what I meant in y discussion 
was the collision followed 
h ell-known Principle of 
Ricochet! 

There s st another diffi- 
culty et as part of 
the he well-en- 

‘enc li lat one cannot 
offer a lid scientific conclu- 
sion unless he was at the scene 
f the accide This is a most 
irritating situation and _  oné 

l be ercome. To 

*h the point a bit we 

n say th it som courts 
né 1in that a ball thrown 
into the air will not necessarily 
yme down unless you saw it do 
so. This is an odd “Penclpie: ot 
presence” to which some courts 
5 5 1S truly cloaked 

The legal profession should 
seriously consider requiring all 
pre-law students to take at least 
one course in basic scientific - 
principles. Not necessarily for 
developing their wn recon- 


Structing abilit eld to in- 





still a concept of scientific 
meth advantages and limita- - 
tions. pai they have become 
members of the legal profession 
they would then be able to as- 
-ertain more realistically the aid 
to their cause that science can < 


supply. 


Th e 


ning rate of accident 





increase on our highways re- 
nuires numerous court actions to 
place responsi ibility factually. 
sete can help by monitoring 
the acies which sometimes 
exist: by offering clear explana- 


tions where data is available: 
and by working in the interests 
of the courts with aid to all in- 


volved. I 


visions listed in CCH’s new 48- 
page booklet entitled, “Year-End 
Tax Planning for Returns to be 
Filed in 1959” 
Net operating loss 
(3 years instead of 2). 
Accumulated earnings 
($100,000 against $60,000). 
Uninsured Business Casualty 
Loss (full ordinary loss, not cap- 
ital loss). 
Condemnation 


carryback 


credi 


Awards (tax- 


free replacement can be “like 
kind” property and is not limit- 
ed to property “similar-ir n-use.’ 


“similar-in-use.”’) 


ed to prope slid 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
ARTMENT OF STATE 
ICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
thom these presents may come 
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ome, | TAKE NOTICE that > undersigned wi STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
ply to the Essex Co Court, L Div DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
N CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greetin 

WHERE: S, It appears to my satisfaction, 
duly av enti cated record of the proceed- 
ntary diss lution thereof 
msent of all the stock- 
















































ge thereof, 
has 


Do He Te »by 


the 








IN i TIMU WHE I 
ve he se N ban af- 
x m} ft rl sé at ton 
Ni a ye t 
g { s zg s A.D sand I ire 
s t I J. PATTEN, 
¢ S ) 8, 25, J $21.60 
with all th r s Yew STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
Statutes 24:52 ts : DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
( t being s CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTION 
tt re are I sor 7 all to whom these presents may come, 
: - Greeting 
: s 10th d ‘ WHE REAS, ‘It appears to my satisfaction, 
GED t t Fre h ( b r proceed 
y is ion thereof 
t I Ss 1e stock 
N 1 < 





























































































































I preliminary 
M f Dissolu 
IAS ¢ 4 
t Secretar ( 
W \ Do ri by 
Judge did n the 
a) T ( 
- ‘f * 2 ~ D jred 
: I P PATTI 
—~— $21.60 
I Ss | < NEW JERSEY 
Attor . OF STATE 
FS DISSOLUTION 
i presents may come 
perppale S satisfaction 
2351911, ¢ ‘ “2 the proceed 
= ») 28, New } tion thereo 
rsig e stock 
at 
at Mot . 9 9 AR v¢ 
x N \ “we? i 
New ; Mi I 5 ‘ ‘ 
: ‘ ps 
g we e - t u 
( N 
JULIUS 
Attor 
SHERII =~ s 
ft i are now on file 
als as p ided by 
r s Murtgaz TIMONY WHEREOF, I 
t 12 set my hand and af 
xed ial seal, at Trenton 
Ni . 1D sa ~d and 
" EDWARD J. PATTEN 
ses Secretary ¢ State 
Newark sex C t — 
N rthe ; STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
s ae t t DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
street g Z ‘ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTIO® 
g rd « whom these presenta may come 
ae - 4 a f 
HH Newar : 
gether . i d subje : ” ee ’ , 
, “ wners t k, Counts I 
& —_ > Har . Michael N. Chanalis 
$5 Aa rs 1 tl g n and in charge thereof 
- . rr r hom process may be served), has 
._-§ th w - lied with the requirements of Title 14 
alate rations, Ganeral, of Revised Starutes 
> ¢ aint ae. & t of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
7 3 of is Certificate of Dissolution 
t NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
wae ‘ertify that the eaid corp poration. iid on the 
day f De n f 
17 Trare. | My Office a duly exer i and sttesiel consent 
3 + n writing to ' issolution of said cor 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
¢ ¢ ¢ f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
a n my said office as provided by law 
¢ IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, ! 
a ¢ bave hereto set my hand and af 
S ¢ fixed my official seal at . Frestos 
this +} a —_ 
tenes Seal) A.D thousand sine “hundred 
= and fifty-eight 
S EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
¢ ‘ J D 18, 25, Jan. 1 $21.60 
scember 5 95 Dated: November 21, 1958 
> 2 4 £ TT. d ased ESTATE OF Sri ZADOROZNY, deceased. 
ant to the order of ADRIAN M Pursuant to th rder of ADRIAN M 
JR Su ty o I JR., Surrogate of the County of 
this day made I made, on the application of 
ndersigned, t Administrator of said deceas- 
is hereby e creditor f is hereby given to the creditors of 
; deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber bit to the subscriber 
r oath or affirmation, ir claims and n, their claims and 
8 acainst the estate of said de eased the estate of said deceased, 
bs six menths from this date r they s from this date, or they 
@ *! be forever barred or ver barred from prosecuting or 
“orering the same against subsc rec the same against the subscriber. 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTIT MICHAEL ZADOROZNY 






74VID 8. BINGHAM, Attorney RICHARD OTTO, Attorney 
4 B oad Street 810 Broad Street 
N. J. Newark 2, N. J. 
EY, “28, 36, Jan. 1, 9 L.J.—Novr 27. Dec: 4, 11, 18, 25 



















STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
| To ail to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 


WHEREAS, 
by duly authenti 
ings for the ¥ 
|} by the upanim 


lt appears to my satisfaction. 
ated record of the proceed- 
yluntary dissolution thereof 
consent of all the stock- 


18 

















| holders, deposited in my office that 

|} 699 NEWA 2NUE CORPORATION 
|a corporation of this State, whose principal 
is situated at N 112U East Jersey 
in the City of Elizabeth, County of 
ion, State of New Jersey( George H. Levy, 
belng the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom may be served), has 
complied requirements of Title 14. 
al, of Revised Statutes 






I iminary to the 
te of Dissolution. 
EFORE, I, the Secretary of 
f New Jersey, Vo Hereb) 
rporation did, on the 
r 1958 file in 
j attested consent 
ssolution of said cor 
all the stockholders 
nsent and the record 
foresaid are now on file 
é provided by law. 

rIMONY 


set 


issuing 







e 






said 








ted an 





by 


hand and af- 
at Trenton 
December, 
nine hundred 


my 


fh seal, 


lai 
tl ousaad 
J. PATTEN, 
f Stute. 

$21.60 


I RTIE ICATE OF 
PREFERRED STOCK 
SUPPLY 
[ENT OF PRE- 
MEDICAL 






Avenue, 
shares 


r value 













I IAS 
I ; $15.36 
s W JERSEY 
p F STATE 


DISSOLUTION 





ioa 4 presents may come, 
Greetin 

WHEREA to my satisfaction, 

t of the proceed- 

s for t lissolution thereof 

all the stock- 





that 
INC. 


ose 





principal 















( ry» i 
f New J 
hte. 
NOW the Secretary of 
S s Do Hereby 
Tw xt her 
\ 
al 
s md nine bandeud 
p T'TEN 
J ID { $21.60 
TAI 
apply t 
P ( 
vd 
G »s 
T ) 


























gory Conrad eaernar: 
arent and natura 
s;ORY CONRAD 
J D %. 2 1959 $11.9 
eee ene 
GC S 
ri 4 
- m J ( 
d ry Park 
L.J +) $ 8, 2 
lated: November 28, 1958 
ESTATE OF MAY O. JOHNSTON, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of ADBIAN M 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, oa the application of 
the undersigned, Executrix of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to hibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims end 






e estate of said deceased, 


demands against th 
from this date, or they | 


within six months 





will be forever barred from prosecuting or 

recovering the same against the subscriber 
KATHI F. JOHNSTON 

CHARLES A DRUFF, Attorney 

199 Pomona Avenue 

Newark 12, N. J | 

L.J.—Dec. 4, il 25, Jan. 1 | 


} Fourth 


WHEREOF, 1} 


|} Company 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come. 

Greeting 

Ww HEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings™tec_the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimvous consent of ail the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

NURSERY LAND COMPANY 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 588 Paterson Avenue, 
in the Borough of East Rutherford, County 
of Bergen, State of New Jersey (George C. 
White, being the agent therein and in charge 
therevf, upon whom process may be served) 
has complied with the requirements of Title 


14, Corpurations, General, of Revised Statuter 
ot New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
f this Certiticate of Dissolution. 


NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary o 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
ertify that the said corporation did, on the 
day of December, 1958 file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
voration, executed by al! the stockholders 
hereof, which said consent and the recorc 
~ the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
ao my said = as provided by law 









































IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and ai 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
| this Fourth day of December, 
|} Meal) A.U., one thousand oiue uu 
and fifty-eight. 
LUWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Dec. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 
TO WHOM IT MAY Conc ERN: 
Take notice that the undersigned will apply 
t the Essex County Court, at the Court 
Newark, New Jersey, on January 7, 
at A | in the afternoon, for a 
sment uthorizing him to assume _ the 
name 0 Wosank John D Augustine. 
JOSE PH JOHN D'AGOSTINO 
Chester L. Robak, Attorney 
- 16th Ave., 
gton 11, N.J 
Dec. 11, 18, 25, Jan. 1 $8.82 
TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 
apply to the Essex C 1 irt on the 7th 
day of January, 1959, at 2:00 P.M., in the 
afterr 1, at the Court House, in the City 
of Newark, New Jersey, for a judgment au- 
thorizing them to assume the names of Eva 
Cahn and J » Harriet Cahn, respectively 
Eva Cohn 
Harriet Cohn 
Jan. 1 $10.71 
that the ndersizgned w 
County irt, Law Divi 
Newark, New Jersey, on 
it 10:00 o'clock in th 
t em t 
Ru Ss. and 
and f chi 
> of s 
ido 
lie 
rsey 
25, Jan. 1 $10.71 
Dated: November 28, 1958 
ESTATE OF FRANK LISIAK, deceased 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M 
FOLEY JR., Surrogate of 
Essex, this day made, on the 
the undersigned, Administrato 


ven tu 


is ber 





ceased, notice by gi 











of said deceased, to exhibit to the silbaest ber 
inder oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
wit six months from this date, or they 
w be forever pause from prosecuting or 
re t Z the same against the subscriber 
JOHN PACHUCKI 
DES & HODES, Attorneys 
emy Street 
rk 2. N.J 
1 mo 18, 2 Jan. 1 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
L.S TO 
V endnote EK F. SCILLIA 
Y summoned and required to 
rv » & Murray, enna 8 at- 
th Day Street, Oran J 





f 

















er to the ¢ plaint of Celia Scillia, 
against Salvatore 
j 

wi 

not of Attach- 
s is n November 
ayair } 1/5) inter 
he Es yo mother, Antonia 
jeceased, and t the of 
munty nN t 18, 1958, levied 

fth er in said estate 
istituted for 





a S 
4 
NOTICE TO ABSENT DEFENDANT 
THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


AMERI( COMPANY 


0 
ROYAL AN INSURANCE 














































} are hereby summoned and required to 
er I» Smith, Strat yr & Wise, attorneys 
r Continental c Trust Company, 
as Receiver Empir Insurance 
37 H sh Street 

ar er to the 

r 1 in the civi 
a » Superior Court 
of Chancery Division, (Docket 
n 97) in which L. L. Constantin & 
( . > plaintiff and R. P. Holding Corp., 
Bank and ist Company, as 

Inland Emp Insurance Com- 

you, Royal American Insurance 
defendants, within 35 days 

25, 1958, exclusive of such 

fail to do so, judgment by 

rendered against you for 

demanded in the  eress-claim 

swer to said cross-claim 

duplicate with the 

Court, State House 

Jersey, in accordance 

ractice and procedure. 

been instituted for the 

a declaratory judgment 

of the distribution of 

past and present hold- 

f fer in L. L. Constantin & 

You are made a defendant in said action 
because you are a past or present holder 
of preferred stock of L. L. Constantin & Co. 
The « s-claim fas been filed against you 
to determine the right to dividends, if any, 


L. 





on 17,000 shares of preferred stock of L. 

Constantin & Co., of which you are the 
record owner, but the ownership of which is 
claimed by Continental Bank and Trust Com- 
pany, as receiver of Inland Empire Insurance 


Assignee. 


I. GRANT SCOTT 


as 


Clerk of the Superior Court 
Dated: November 28, 1958. 
L.J.—Dec. 4, 11, 18, 25 $35.28 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
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| 


| 
| 

























































ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 

holders, deposited in my office that 
12 LLEWELLYN, INC. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 

office is situated at No. 46 Church Street, in 

the Town of Montclair, County of Essex, 

State of New Jersey (Newton H. Porter, Jr., 

veing the agent therein and in charge thereof, 

upon whom process may be served), has 

complied with the requirements of Title 14, 

Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 

of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 

of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, bo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Nin day of December, 1958 file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the = stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the reeord 
of tne proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hend and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Ninth day of December, 

Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight. 

EDW AKD J. PATTEN, 
of State. 

LJ I) Jan. 1 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

1 ill to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to miy satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ugs fer the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by tl unanimous consent of all the stock 

iiders, deposited in my office that 

GROUP HOLDING COMPANY 

ti corporation of this State, whose principal 

tliee is situated at No. 24 Branford Place, 

n othe City f Newark, (4 i 

State ff New Jersey (Tsad Co 

being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 

upon whom process may be served), has 

‘complied with the requirements of Title 14, 

rations, General Revised Statutes 
of New Psbines prelit to the issuing 

f th t ate of Dissolution 

NOW, “THE ‘It EFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Herehy 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Nintl lay of December, 1958 file in 
my a duly executed and attested consent 
n x to the dissolution of said cor- 
wor executed by all the stockholders 

‘ which said consent and the record 
f proceedings aforesaid are now on file 

ny said office as provided by law 

nN STIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my offici seal, at Trenton 
tl Ninth day of December 

s ) A.., one thousand nine ndred 
1 fift 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 

J ) 18, 25, Jan. 1 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

1 to thom these presents may come, 

EAS, I ippears to my sat tion 
j tuthent ted 





‘ oO 
% ‘ J 
- t w t the 
“He rece 
; she “vs 
’ (rene 
v Je 
Ce t 
NOW, THI KEFOR 
( thre | 












herct my hand and af- 
fixed my rl sea at «Tre : 
Pent day of Dee ber 
AL!) e th isand 1 huadred 
EDWARD J PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
J ) § 25, Jan. 1 $21.60 
STAT OF} KY 
I I rhe 
TION 
may come 
























vhor may be a). has 
requirements » 14 

atutes 

f ssuing 
iry of 

s Hereby 
("s on the 
I ¢ in 
n ested consent 
f said cor- 

stockholders 

‘ 1 the record 
f yi » now on file 
n ] f provided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, IT 
have heret set my hand and af- 
fixed nm fficial sea at Trenton, 
this I th day of December 
Seal) A.D one ne hundred 
EPWARD J 
ecretarn of State. 
a an 18, 25, 2 1 $21.80 
Dated: November 12, 1958 
ESTATE OF HARRY LEVIN, deceased. 

Purs t to the order of ADRIA M 
FOLEY IR Surrogate of County of 
Essex on the lication of 
the le ors of said deceased, 

s to the creditors of 
to the subscribers 
r oat their ims and 
‘ the estate of said deceased, 
x c iths from this date, or they 
x f« »r barred from prosecuting or 
r ring same inst the subseribers. 
LOUIS LEVIN 
ABE LE 
RICHARD L. AMS’ TER, Attorney 
me ymmerce Street 
Newark 2. N. J 
J Nov. 20. 27 Yee. 4. 11, 18 
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notice is given to the creditors of| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof {ings for the voluntary dissolution there, 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | serve upon Rocco F. Senna, Esq., plaintiff's eby 
said dec: need: to exhibit to the subscriber) by the unanimous consent of all the etock- | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | attorney, whose address is 24 Commerce 





LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES | 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY State of New Jersey to | Dated: November 14, 1958 | STATE OF NEW —. | STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE JOSEPH M. DOWLING; his heirs, devisees| ESTATE OF HARRIS J. MELT: ZER, de-| DEPARTMENT OF STAT | DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION and personal representatives, | ceased. CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION { CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, | and his, their, or any of their, successors in | Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M.| To all to whom these presents may come,|To all to whom these presenta may come, © 
Greeting: right, title and interest; and Mrs. Joseph M.| FULEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of| Greeting: Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | Dowling, some of the defendants. | Essex, this day made, on the application of} WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfact 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- You are hereby summoned and required to} the undersi et Executor of said deceased, | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed. 
| 
' 









holders, deposited in my office that Street, Newark, New Jersey, an answer to| un yath or affirmation, their claims and | bolders, deposited in my office that holders, Lo ed in my office that 
JAMES J. CARROLL, INC the amended complaint filed in a civil action, nds against the estate of said deceased,| SULEAU MANUFAC TURING COMPANY, AMERICAN FAMILY BROADCAS 

i corporation of this State, whose principal | in which Anne S. Dowling, is plaintiff? and six months from this date, or they | | _ COMPANY 

ffice is situated at No. 620 Bergen Boule- | Joseph M. Dowling, et als are defendants, | f rever barred from prosecuting or | é whose principal | rpor BO: Ul 





ori Orange Road, |< 
County of Essex, | - 
| St - illiam J. Camarata, | 
| being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | $ 
|} upon whom process may be served), has | 
| complied with the requirements of Title 14, 








the same against the bseriber u 
iE TOW AR Db SAVINGS INSTITUTION | in 
, SLING ERLAND, TRAUTH & jst 


vard, in the Borough of Ridgefield, County of | pending in the Superior Court of New Jersey, | re« 
sen, State of New Jersey (James J. Car- | (Docket #C976-57) within 35 days after; 
roll, being the agent therein and in charge | December 158, 1958, exclusive of said date. 

thereof, upon whom process may be served), | If you fail 80 to do, judgment for the rel ief | 
has complied with the requirements of Title | demanded in the amended complaint will be/| 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | taken against you by default. 
















































































































































































































































































































































f New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing The action has been instituted for the ‘. 31,38 a General, of Revised Statutes 14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. partition of certain lands and premises situ-| _ __ lof New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | ate at #46 Elliott Street, Newark, New | of this ertificate of Dissolution. | i ficate of Diss lution 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Jersey, and seeking an accounting charging STATE OF NEW JERSEY | Now, TH REFORE, I, the Secretary of oe I, the Secrets f 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the | defendants with expenditures made by plain- | DEPARTMENT OF STATE | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Herebs e of New Jersey, a 3 
Tenth day of December, 1958, file in | tiff in connection with said premises. You, CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION j Certify that the said poration did, on the | swid corporation did. on the 
my office a duly executed ¢ and attested consent | Joseph M. Dowling, are made a defendant! To all to whom these preaenta may come | Fifth day of Le 958, file in| De er, i9vd, I r 
n writing to the di soll ition of said cor- | because you are one of the tenants-in-com- | Greeting: |} my off a duly exe ed an id attested consent | xec uted and attested t 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | mon in said lands and premises; y WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | the dissolution of sa 
t! Which said consent and the record | unknown heirs of said Joseph M. g| by duiy authenticated record of the proceed-| poration, executed by all the stockholders | por ited by all the 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | are made defendants because you may have| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof thereof whic 8 said consent and the record | he ent and t 
in my said office as provided by law. an interest in said share of Joseph M. Dow-| by the unanimous consent of a! a - stock- | « the "proc eedings af foresaid are now on file | f the ceedings sa 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I] ling as a tenant-in-common in the event he| t deposited in my office | in my sar i office as provided by law. jn my said office as provid 
have hereto set my hand and af-| is deceased, and you, Mrs. Joseph M. Dow- RR¢ IN P APER & TWINE. ‘CORP. | IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1} IN TE STIMONY 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | ling, are made defendant because you may | 4 a this State, whose principal have hereto set my hand and af- | e : 
this Tenth day of December, | have a right of dower in said premises. ff sit $43 - 60t h Street, in fixed my offici seal at Trenton 
(Seal) A.D ne thousand nine hundred | Dated November 24, 1958 | inty of Hud- tuis Fifth day of ver — Sel 
and fifty-eight. I. GRANT SCOTT > odbre Cohen,} (Seal) A.D., e thousand nine hbundred| {5+¢a!) an 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, Clerk of the Superior Court | + 1 charge thereof. | and fifty-eight. ee | 
Secretary of State. L.J.—-Nov. 27, Dee. 4, 11, 18 $28.35 be served), has | EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
LJ Dec. 1 25, Jan. 1 $21.60 | pte os nts of Title 14 Secretary of State. : : 
oF SUPERIOR (CHAN) €-363 —— | L.J.—Deec. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 | 1..J.—D 5 
wn " SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW_ JERSEY, iminary to the issuing j = 
SS a S , > ° 7TP j 
‘DEPARTMENT OF st ATE CHANCERY DiVISION, ESSEX COUNTY, | Sg yy STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
. DOCKET NO. F-3209-57—Between Dorothy se, 4, the Secretary Of | DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DI SSOL U TION D. Bavits ad Grace F New Jersey, Do Hereby | PELE AS SEN EL CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, | trxdins as Reser : said corporation did. on the | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION - i Se Me 
Gre ot ng | Pla atitr e and 65 December, 1958, file in my} non ae whom these presents may come —— whom these presents may ms 
WIHILREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, ntiffs, 3 ily executec ne ttested consent | dfn we | FOS Os — 
by duly authent Aye record oF enh sacunaner aie ing to the +e 3 a of a cor- | } WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction i WwW HEREAS, It appears to my satiste 
the voluntary dissolution thereof as _ executed by all the stockholders | 2Y duly authenticated rec rd of the proceed- | by duly authenticated record of th - 
unanin consent of all the stock- sels ‘ said consent and the record | or the voluntary dissolution thereof His Ald the voluntary dissolu thereof 
deposi n my office that | a t e weedings aforesaid are now on file | Se consent es — the stock- | by tt he unanimous consent stock 
CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION | f Bres n my tice as provided by law | Nery TM 7 i “DE ORI one Poel mere, 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | ti. sixth day of Janu: TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1} Eolinlisc Nie ea & ey axe | 
oftic sit d at No. 591 Summit Avenue, | “¢ 5'xt& day of January, have hereto set my hand and af- | 2 Ccorporatic | 
tou of Hudson, | pia ng time, ail those tracts 0 fixed i seal, at Trenton. | vilice 1s } 3S 
J. Ge Fredman, | 4 ; and prem nes hereinatt this of December, A.D.,)i2 the Ci t I > 
hon <caliniieaiis 4 descr idec situa S ) a in hundrec State if w Sta f New s . 
fant SerObABS — ae sed) his Cy ity of Newark, Essex Cou nty. ‘ fifty-eight. pick — a being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | being the agent 
with the requirements of Title 1 | By sel Ae ns er much of EDWARD J. PATTEN, | upon whom process may be gy a thereof be os wit : I ; ( 
rc General, of Revised se Ae as may we ne ful and ne Secretary of State |complied with the requirements of tle 14 bas complied w d the requ irements 
ersey, preliminary to the issuing | sufficient L.J.—Dee. 4, 11, 18 $21. 60 | ( orporations, General, of Revised Statutes 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
this fie ate of Di ssolution. = | sale, share N Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | of New Jersey preliminary to the . 
Pali miei REFORE a Gc saiectnee vetit ll 60 2 | it this Certificate of Dissolution. jof this Certificate of Dissolution R 
iets at the Skat ae ~ Do Hereby | [tact as may be needful ar ERIFF’S SALE | NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secreta t 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby the purpose. IOR (CHAN) €-358 | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | state of the State of New Jersey Do Hereby 1 
wri Vetch aatiaad alah ta Dacor FIRST TRACT SUP OURT OF NEW JERSEY | Certify that the said corporation did, on the | © : the 
nf December, 1958 seca | Beginning at the corner [AN DIVI ‘, ESSI xX a | Fifth day f De 1958, file in my 
— “oii e a duly executed and atte sted consent nter tion of the southe EI 32-5 | fice a duly exec d nd attested consent | 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor-|toonth avenue with the Betw Dx velopment | iz ing to the dissolution of said cor 0 ; 
poration, execut d by all the stockholders | yroonolia Street; thence al ( i Plaintiff executed by ail the stockholders eve 
, of, which said consent and the record | of Magnolia street « Al be ’ Hil! his said consent and the record recon 
i th proceedings aforesaid are now on file |< degrees forty -five minutes ¢ 1% tor Sale of | preceotinen aforesaid are now on file | file 
my said « iffice as provided by law. . ne y-five snitha foct [ wave in my said office as provided by law. iz rovid ] 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1} vouth sixty-two degrees ff bicng came one . TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1] - STIMONY WHERE I 
have hereto set my hand and af- [petegersth deri Ogee ees (100° 5 et ae y sfatea swank oat have hereto set my hand end af- | t my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, |." econ 2 ree ‘ Ul I shall expose fixed my official sea | runs seal. at Trenton 
this Tenth day of December, a seve Lor Sig Sale Room B-16, Fifth x | ryeagil oo q 
(Seal) 4 ne usanc ine n ; ( rk, on Tues- | ;<, ey a 1 } 3 t 
i - ‘_o — isand nin hundred ‘ ec December wert: | Sea al and | (Seal) one tl enamine pine hu a 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, | fift ae it 1:30 e) the fol- | EDWARD J. PATTEN, | cen x. saerex 
Secretary of State. tb In _ wing i and premises | Secretary of State. Secretary of State : Ne 
L.J.--Dec, 18, 25, Jan. 1 $21.60 | tine of I reina art arly scribed, situate, | 7 11. 18. 25 | wat as 
ane | eame sout g g 1 the ¢ y Newark, Essex | | Dec i ae o 
east seven if i _ 
ST ATE or NE ‘OF 8 RSEY Y | (7.41 ) fo | | STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
ft : : rl BS cena et | | DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
og RT UNCATE. OF DIGSOLN TION RE ong ds ling CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
4 # eg sich whom these presents may come, | ‘Ww Jersey. | To all to whom these presente may com 
WIIEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, } Beginning lw | It appears to my satiefaction 
by duly authenticated recor d of the proceed- | avenue at a t tica record of the proceai- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | six hundred | ary dissolution thereof 
by th us consent of all the stock | westerly corr > j usent of all the stock 
lade — n my office that Jand from thence running along said L t my office tha 
APARTMENTS, INC . orl lt ORPOR ATION ff 
s State, whose principal | the we | ( t . he 
No Anderson Avenue, | ninety-n iM se} 
Cli Park, County of | it es (99°1012"") | | 
New orsey (Edward Zim- | with Hit tleton ¢ | * I 
» agent therein and ir nce easterly | ‘Iw ng th harge thereof, | neing the agent therein 7 I 
whom process may be nety-nine ) on ¥ served), bas |opon whom process may be served b 
CO a ne ee ee | comp’ of Title 14, | somplied with the requirements of Tite 14 
‘ , , General, of Revised ginning _ | Ne ( \rporat sed Statutes | Corporations General, of Revised Statvtes 
Statut wi y, preliminary to the | eton avenue, Newark, | f New the of New Jersey preliminary to the ‘ssuing I 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution | ) | . lof this on. of this Certificate of Tissolution St 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | pproximate amount of the judgment |], J NOW, Secretary of NOW. THEREFORE. I, the Secretary of : 
ite of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | to be satisfied by said sale is the sum of | of New Jersey, Dx Hereby State of the State of New Jersey. Do Heret 
ify that the said corporation did, on the | Thousand Seven Hundred and Seventy- | - id ¢ yration did, on ertify that the sai d corporation did t 
Eleventh day of December 1958, file in | Dollars and Thirty-Fight Cents ($8 ) NOTICE tO UNKNOWN DEFENDANTS Decem 1958 i Fift day f December, 1958 f 
my office a duly executer d attested consent | 38), togetl with the costs of this | qr. STATI OF NEW JERSEY to ited a attested a duly ex ~d and attested consent r 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | sale. | EX =a. 3 a disso on oO to the dissolution of sa r t 
wration, executed by all the stockholders | Newark, N. J., December 1, 1958 le . Ch by he st executed by all the stock jers 
thereof, which said consent and the record | NEI G. DUFFY, Sheriff 1] F : co and th which said consent and e record § . I 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file| DAVID WEINICK, Attorney. - and interest afores are n proceedings aforesaid are woop file 
in my said office as provided by law. LL.J Dec. 11, 18, 25, Jan. 1 $53.55 | SUMMONED and | if y said ‘e as prov i by law. 1 my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I} — ———-- —_——— | ter Frederick Wil IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I IN TESTIMONY WHERE‘ f 
have hereto set my hand and af- | Dated: November 18, 1958 | );, r he hereto set my hand and af- have hereto set my hand j at 
fixed my officiel seal, at Trenton, |} ESTATE OF MORRIS FUCHS, deceased | ajar | icizl seal, at Trenton, fixed my official seal. at Trenton se 
this Eleventh da of December, | Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. | 6, eom= | i day of t this itth t Bi 1 : 
(Seal) A.})., one thousand nine hundred | FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the Connty of j Mat- | (Seal) >. usand nine Sea.) oa a a and nine 
and fifty-eight Essex, this day mac de on the applicat of |; | nd fift : ma ut at — 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, istrator — , EDWARD J. PATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN, L.J 
Secretary of State. | | Secretary of State ee. Secretary of State coors 
I..J.—Dee. 18, 25, Jan. 1 $21.60 1, 4.J.—Dee. 11, 18, 25 oa 5 ae ‘ Z 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY | | . OF Ww 2S E OF NEW . 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE | | oa 7 Ba pt +24 ° \RTMENT OF re. ; 
_ CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION pl DISSOLUTION : FICATE OF DISSOLUTION G 
gi Be ee whom these presents may come, | resents may come, To » NORGE “ENR presents ma ; Ww 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | toumy veatistaction sfaction. gs 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | } the proceed- ee & + 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | bas 
= stock - 


thereof 
*K- 





by the unanimous consent of all the stock 


Iders, deposited in my office that ated November 19, 1958 jd 

































































































deceased. 244 Chestnut Street Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M.| ESTATE OF GEORGE A. JANZ, deceased. ——- ANK DLOUHY, dec aE 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M.| Nutley, N. J. FOLEY, JR., Surrogate «f the Conaty of Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. of 4 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of | l.J.—-Nov. 27, Dec. 4, 11, 18, 25 Essex, this day made, on the applivation of | FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of FOLEY, JR... ogate of 





Essex, this day made, on the application of the undersigned. Executor of said deceased. | Essex, day made, on the application of Essex, this day made, on the applica 
the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will | notice is hereby given to the creditors cf | the undersigned, Executrix of said deceased, | the un ersigned, Executrix of said 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of | apply to the Essex County Court on the 22nd | said deceased. to exhibit t) the subscriber | notice is hereby given to the creditors of | notic s r ite 
swid deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber | day of December, 1958, at 10:00 o'clock in| under oath or affirmation, their claime amd | said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber | said deceased, to exhibit to the subs 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and| the forenoon, at the Court House in ie | Seen against the estate o” said deceased, | under oath or affirmation, their claims and | under oath or affirmation, their c _ 
demands against the estate of said deceased, | City of Newark, New Jersey, for a judgment | within six months from this date. or they | demands against the estate of said deceased, demands against the estate of said dece 
within six months from this date, or they | authorizing rd assume the name | Fee be forever barred from prosecuting or | within six months from this date, or they | within six months from this date, 





ROY-AL OFFSET CO. INC. | ESTATE OF ISIDORE PILL, deceased 
x corporation of this State, whose principal | Pursuant to the rder ADRIAN M : 
oftics vo. 394 Washington Ave- | FOLEY, JR., gate of the County of S eos 
nu eville, County of Es- | Essex, this day made, on the application of | ssex : : 
sex. New sey (Leslie W. Finch, | the signed, Executrix of said deceased, | saef B 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, |!” to the ¢ reditors of | theres! 
upon whom process may be served), has | a to the subscriber | , pacts d). hea ay ve bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. | Y : ns and | s t g ir ; cater ae 14. requirements of Tite 14. § 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | demands against the est tate of a deceased, | State of New Jersey, | ¢ Povised Stat ites Revised 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | Within six months from this date, or they | it of Tax Sale Certit- | hs Phe anal am ry to the 
of this Certificate of Dissolution will be forever barred from prosecuting or rded, for the taxes | of Di * * ssuing f this Ce 5c of Dissolution ia 
NOW, THEREFORE, T.. the Secretary of | recovering t subscriber. | ¢ 955 and 1957 covering | NOW, THEREFORE. I, the Secretary of | .. NOW: THEREFORE, 1. the Seer rt 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby F si gee Me cre is | State of oe State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | State of the State of New Jersey, Ts : T 
rtify thet the said corporation did, on the | HOWARD t to recover payment | sat Pao lastil comuseetions olde aatthe I corporation did toe D f 
enth day of December, 1958, file in | 790 Broad S lf for the year | y of November, 1958. file in ecember, 1958, file 7 
my office a duly executed and attested consent | Newark 2, N. J. — | i my office a y  CxcRitedianl ote es ted consent ited and at rat 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | L..J.—Nov. 27, Dee. 4, 11, 18, 25 defendant | ip ree ng to the dissolu =" of j said cor- d dissolution | oes 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | e | own an undivi civatinn. aacnenbe ‘ : PS ee executed by all the ) ¢ 
thereof, which said consent and the record Dated: November 20, 1958 | remises. You, the unknown ee ee ee ee ! hich said consent and the ° 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | ESTATE OF JOHN F. DILLON, deceased | he ‘and personal representatives of tka ponadinee: aforesaid are now on file of the proceedings aforesaid are now 00 
in my said office as provided by law Purs the order of ADRIAN M. |, id his, their or any of |in my coe pitice “an crosiied tig jaw “* |in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 | FOLE Surrogate of the County of | the ht, title and interest |” «=~ s«—IN. TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 IN TESTIMONY WHEREO!. J 
have hereto set my hand and af- | lssex, this day made, on the application of | 3 I rause you may claim have hereto set my hand and’ af- have hereto set my hand 3 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | the undersigned, Executrix of said deceased | +) have some inte n said premises. fixed my official seal, at Trenton fixed my official seal, at 1 S 
ee Eleventh day of December, | e is hereby gi the creditors of | Dated: December 9, 1958 is: Snuriecnth dae ob ower, Eighth day of ) 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred | said deceased, to ext to the subscriber | I. GRANT SCOTT (Seal) as thousand nine hundred | (Seal) one thousand nine 5 
nd fifty-eight junder oath or affirmat their claims and | Clerk of the Superior Court a na cAtio-adeht . and fifty-eight. 

r DWARD J. PATTEN, demands against the estate of said deceased, | 7 J Dec. 11, 18, 25, Jan. 1 $39.69 EDWARD 7 ‘PATTEN E DWARD J. PATTEN, I 
Secretary of State. within six months from this date, or they | ‘ Te ration : State ie Secretaru of State. Mie 
L.J.—Dec. 18, 25, Jan. 1 $21.60 | will be forever barred from prosecuting or | LJ Dee aa 18 = bk : $21.90 | L-J.—Dee. 11, 18, 25 $21 : 

recovering the same against the subscriber. | Dated: December 3, 1958 | b-J-—Dec. . bash cxtars wee a e 

ted: November 21, 1958 IRENE BASIL ESTATE OF ELIZABETH 8S. MOORE, de- — STAT 

ESTATE OF ALBERT GEORGE &8TEIB,|JOHN J. GILLIES, Attorney | ceased Dated: November 17, 1958 Dated November 13, +*e . 
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hereby given to the cred! 











recovering the same against th enhs-rther | will be forever barred from prosecuting or| will be forever barred from prosec 














rill be fe _ ‘ 0 prosec Albert R. n 

el Rng ag cnt Mg the waco Mo Albert "Gill espie Robinson, Jr. THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION | recovering the same against the subscriber. | recovering the same against the « 
ALOIS STEIB Francis F. Welsh REED, REYNOLDS, SMITH & KRAMER, FRANCES H. SULLIVAN ANNA DLOUHY 

JOSEPH A. HUNOVAL, Attorney Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys ELY & ELY, Attorneys HARRY FISCH, Attorney 

744 Broad Street is 25 Valley Road 810 Broad Street ; 10 Ames Avenue 850 Broad Street 

Newark 2, N.J Montelair, New Jersey Newark 2, N. J. Rutherford, N. J. Newark 2, N. J. - 

L.J.—Nov. 27, Dec. 4, 11, 18, 25 L.J.—Nov. 27, Dec. 4, 11, 18 $9.45 'L.J.—Dec. 11, 18, 25, Jan. 1, 8 L.J 20, 27, Dee. 4, 11, 18 L.J.=Nov. 20, 27, Dee. 4, 11, 18 
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= LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 

















STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
_— DEPARTMENT OF , | DEPARTMENT OF STATE EPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE REE ARIMENT OF STATE ow 
CERTIFICATE OF DIS CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTI FICATE OF DISSULUTION . CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 





To ali to whom these ovaaate may come, To ali to whom these presents may come, whom these presents may come,|To all to whom these presents may comé,| To all to whom these presents may come, 












































— Greeting: Greeting: Greeting: Greeting: 
ome WHEREAS : f WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, EAS, It appears to my satisfaction. WHEKEAS, It appears to my satisfaction, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
. nema 1 py duly authenticated record of the proceed- ithenticated record of the proceed- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed-| py quiy authenticated record of the proceed- 
= ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof vol dissolution thereof ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
eed- by the unanimous consent of all the stock- s t of ail the stock: | by“ehe unanimous consent of all the stock- ear the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
= hold dey t i fice, that sited iy Office that holders, deposited in my office that holders, deposited in my office that 
Ock INC. CON TION CO. INC. JAN HOMES, INC. TRAINO COAT CO. INC. 
ate, hose | s Stat whose principal |a corporation of this te, whose principal | g corporation of this State, whose principal 
bd 740 Irv ington aera, ! 210 South Prospect | oitice is situated at No. 35 ba van Avenue, in | office is situated at No. 236 New York Avenue, 
ewood, County of Es- f Bergentield, County | the Borough of Bergentiel — of Ber- | in the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson, 
( Alexander s. Starr, s New Jersey (Michael J. j gen, § e of New Jersey . Joy, Sr..| State of New Jerse (Michael Traino, 
_ 1d in charge therevi e therein and in | Going (ue agent thereio aud in pean thereof, | pej ig the agent therein and in charge thereof, 





of, upon wh process may be whom process may be served), has upon whot process may be served), has 
with the requirements I ed with the requirements of Title 14. | ¢ojmplied with the requireme nts of Title 14, 
ions, General, of Revised | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | ( General, of ised Statutes 
preliminary to the/ur New Jersey, preliminary to the issuiny } 65 minary the issuing 
te of Dissolution. 


served), has 
f Title 14 
f Revised Statutes 
to the issu 
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Certiticate of Dissolution. Lot Siw ect ot Siaken 
THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | SOW. Tuk EIRP ORE, Il, th 
of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | gtate of the State of New Jer , Do Hereby 





I 1 sat 18: 
f NOW, THE RE FORE, ecret ary of 
= I Hereby 


f the State 









the did, on the ifs sa n did, on the that the said corporation did, on the] (crtiry that the said corporat on the 

‘ , A , file in my| | ) file in my ) y of December, 1958, file im MY} pirct’ day of December, file in 

duly exec uted and attested consent | ad cecuted at ittested consent : duly executed and attested consent |} my office a duly exeeuted and attested consent 

. to t lissolution of said cor L ng t jissvlutiou of sald cul n writing to the dissolution of said cor-| j,° writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
by all the stockholders x i by all the stockholders | poration, exccuted by all the stockholders | 3 ration, executed by all the stockholders 

ynsent and the record s nsent and the recora | thereof, which said consent and the record} thereof. which said consent the record 





id are now on file 
by 


"WHEREOF, I 


aid are now on file ff the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
provided by law in wy sre flice as provided by law. 
MONY WHEREOF, 1 IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, ! 





gs aforesaid are aow on file 
s provided by law. 
TIMONY WHEREOF, I 






of the procee¢ 
in my said office 





TESTIMONY 









Tk 









































































































































































































































d af- set my hand aud af have hereto set my hand and af aa ‘eaain par gee % 
Trenton ficial seal, at Trentor fixed my official seal, at Trenton — pecigge He pn ages _— 
: ‘ A.D., I t day of December, A.D., this rth day of December, A.D., this First ae ak Werommeak: ALT 
: Seal) and | (Seal) i nine hundred and] (Seal) one thousand nine bundred and] (91) one thoosasd sine humdscd and 
. , 6 eS fifty-eight. eee tifty-eight. 
A EDW ARD ‘ PATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN 
- ; 4 Sent | Secretary Se ’ f State Secretary of State. | ae 7g ; PY 
Se¢ y of State bee a ae En $21.60 ae ; aren ; y ol Pre Secretary of State 
. 3 dee, £4 15 $21.60 | ~*"* 4 z, 41, 1 el.0U' LJ De $ 8 $21.60} L.J.—Dee. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 | Ly Dec. 4, 11, 18 $21. 60 
2 s N s STATE OF NEW JERSEY ) J 
a Pg ENT OF DEPARTMENT OF STATE STATE OF be pe 
, ; ISSO ON OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
- a ’ presents may come,| To all to whom tnese presents may come } 
f mt mé, n Greetin |} To all to whom these presents may come, 
G “ - ears to my satisfaction, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction Greeting 
me BEAS, | sates ~ rd of the proceed-| by duly authenticated record of the proceed- WHE RE AS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
; Ps 2 y ssolu ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | DY duly authentic ated re proceed 
& r re 1 ¢ f al by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | '2 or the voluntary thereof 
“a “4 . 5 . s n fice that holders, deposited in my office tha | the , stock 
. 2 fag SUN D ( ELECTRO PLASTICS CORPORATION j holders in tha 
: x ge. i St rporat of this State, whose principal | UNIVE Its srry SCHOOL : 
t > a gs s ted at N $22 Alden Street, | 4 Corporation of this whose principal 
ext : 5 Street ity of Orange, County of Essex, | offic is ated at s Broad Street, 
~ fe = eri s of New Jersey (Maurice Lichten, | in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
ete iB « agent therein and in charge ‘thereof | State of N Schwartz, 
? z - 10m process may be served), has | being the agent and in charge thereof 
; : are : with the requirements of Title 14, | whem may be served), 
: " ; r . ns, Gene ral, of Revised Statutes | requirements f Title 
ei gle Fara e ce J ; lary t i : Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | ‘‘ neral, of Revised Statut 
, ef > - Certifica f Di ( Dissolution. j of this Certificate of Dissolution f y. preliminary to the issul 
hate er THEREFORE, I f NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | of this Certificate of Dissolution 
NOW TI FO S State ’ . | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby NOV THE REFORE, I, the Secretary of 
the 5 , reby x | Certify that the said corporation did, on the | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereb 
ary of hat the s rp the ‘Second day of December, 1958, file in my | Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
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HUDSON COUNTY COURT : 
SEPTEMBER - 1958 


Second Stated Session 
Friday Schedule 


AS ee OE EMT EED BORER ARRAIGNMENTS & SENTENCES 

a i eee PROBATE MATTERS & MISCELLANEOUS 

7" . CIVIL MOTIONS & PRETRIAL CONFERENCES 

COUNTY COURT JUDGES 

1959 DUFFY GRAF REEVES 
FRIDAY Part 1 Part 2 Part 3 
Jan. 9 C A B 
Jan. 16 B C A 
Jan. 23 A B Cc 
Jan. 30 Cc A B 
Feb. 6 B Cc A 
Feb. 13 A B C 
Feb. 20 C A B 
Feb. 27 B Cc A 
March 6 A B C 
March 13 C A B 
March 20 B Cc A 
March 26 (Thurs.) A B C 
April 10 C A B 
April 17 B C A 
April 24 A B C 
May 1 C A B 


Legal Secretary Course 
Offered 


The Weehawken Adult Educa- 
tion School will initiate a course 
for stenographers who desire to 
become legal secretaries. The 
course will be given at the Wee- 
hawken High School on Tuesday 
evenings from 7:30 to 9:30 P.M., 


Union County Court 
Schedule For Christmas 
Recess 


The Union County Court 
Judges will be available at the 
Court House, Elizabeth, New Jer- 
sey, for the handling of emer- 
gent matters on the following 


days: (ate 
December 23, 1958 from 11 A.M. “<i pend weeks Deginning January 
to 2 P.M. pists 
December 29, 1958 from 10 AM. yg” peer uctor aggre 
to 1 P.M. manager of the Jersey City law 
December 31, 1958 from 10 A.M. firm of Smith, James and Math- 
to 1 P.M. ias. The course will cover all 
January 2, 1959 from 10 to phases of legal stenography and 


11:30 A.M. and from 1 to 2 P.M. secretarial work. The fee is $12. 
















































ew and old corporations 


e with n 
al h exclusive self-filing drawer * 


wit 


are gee 


MINUTES 





YOU GET 


e Stock ond Transfer Ledger 
*reinforced drawer 


= te Desk Seai 
< SOARS $2.00 additional 


2 3 ring Minute Book with Booster 
* Book of Beatuifully lithographed 
Stock Certificates 
OPTIONAL 
¢ Printed Minutes at $1.00 


* Gold Lettering on all Books 
at $1.06 


* Pocket Seal at $1.25 


A HANDSOME OUTAT 
QUALITY MADE TO ENDURE 


* Shipped prepaid 
within hours? 

* Seal ia your 
office in a day! . 


ANOTHER — ALL-STATE — IMPROVEMENT 


EXTRA at NO INCREASE in price 


An Extra Heavy Indestructible Lift Top Box 


ALL-STATE orrice suppty co. 


$02 HIGH STREET, NEWARK 2, N. 3. » - MARKET 4-5577 





Judge Kwalick Addresses 


Shorthand Reporters 


On Saturday, December 13, 


1958, Judge Julius Kwalick of the | 


Union County District Court was 
guest speaker at Jumping Brook 
Country Club, Neptune, on the 
occasion of the annual dinner 
dance of the Certified Shorthand 
Reporters Association of New 
Jersey. His topic was The Value 
of Shorthand Reporters in the 
Judicial System. 

Reelected to a second term as 
president of the Ass’n was Alan 
Roberts of Newark; Vice Presi- 
dent, Raymond Hurter of Atlan- 
tic City; Secretary, Adelaide Py- 
kon of Newark; Treasurer, Jos- 
eph DePuglio of Trenton. The 
new Board of Directors consists 
of Miss Jane Kreamer of Pater- 
Louis Kabot of Newark; Ed- 
ward Salbin of Nutley and Ash- 
ley Carrick of Ridgewood. 


son; 
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ELIZABETH KING 
PHE NATIONAL NEWARK & ESSEX 
BANKING COMPANY OF NEWARK 
SCHNEIDER, LUSTBADER & MORGAN, 
Att 
0 4 mie ‘ 
Newark 2, N. J 
J ) S v Ja 1, 8 i) 
Dated: De ber 15, 1 
JONES dece 
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EDWARD J “PATTEN, 


Secretary of State 
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YOU NG ATTORNEY FOR ASSOCIATION | 

with a Jersey City practitioner in | 
3 1 pr th large volume of negli- 
|g < 2en's compensation. Oppor- 
ry nt association and event- 
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Bankruptcies 
The names he Referees are abbreviated 
ae follows: L-Lip ; T-Tallyn; F-Fishberg 
SECK J 1919 V na 
N. J ab $16 
$20.15 2 mL. aes solr 
ae 2 
H N Ang 8 M St. I N. J 
&2 234 ts $8,000.00 
& F I uard M. Glass- 
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¢ Nee L. 
R r.. Wi A. ( -8 
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E Mary A 435 We 
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150.00; refr. L. T. & F solr 


1 J. Fagan: 12-11 
LD, James l 
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». $49,480.01 
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liab. $80.4 79 
& F r. Abr 
PESKIN, I 20 F 
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RALEIGH | s ms River, D r 
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Jack L. ¢ 2-10 
R¢ 
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ets $450.00 














YOUNG 
ing 

age 

salary d 


A‘ sl E 










poe NE Y FOR 





GROW- 





a : er 
EMPLOYMENT WANTED 


ATTORNEY 








ADMITTED 
specialized in titles, real estate 
practice desires position with 
company. Box 699. 





r title 





YOUNG ATTORNEY , CAPABLE, ENER- 
t ambit a in j- 














Ww ANTED SHARE 
Service. Complet 


Jersey City location. Box 


LAWYER “SUITE 
retarial Li 


rary 





718 








OPPORTUNITY - 1. AWYE R’ 





"Ce ntact 
Bayonne, N. J 





FE 9.7 7079. 


Broadway, 
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FOR SALE 


FROM ESSEX COUNTY COTRT 
3 STORY VERY SOUND BI < 
AND STONE BUILDING SUITABLE 
3 FLOORS OF LAW OFFICES ETC 
QUICK SALE $27,000. ALL STATE OF 
SUPPLY CO., 502 HIGH ST., NEWARE 
MARKET 4-5577 





150 


YDs 
HOUSE- 





FOR SALE - COMPLETE LAW LIBR 
A. Ullrick-Law Books, 387 Plymouth 
Union, N. J 








A.L.R 
with all pert 
mplete to dat 


A.L.R. DIGEST A.L.R. 2D 8S 
i books and supplem 
uire Box 725 








SERVICES FOR LAWYERS 


HANDWRITING EXPERT, 

disputed documents, J. Howard H 
15 Park Row, New York 38, N.Y. BArclay 
7-8773-8 














HEIRS LOCATED — QUIT 
Complete affidavit of inquiry 


GENEALOGY - 
claim deeds. 


L A and Wills Per diem basis. Reasonable 
rates. Fre | +e Handlon, 243 Greylock Park- 
way, Bellevil N.J. PL 9-4169. 





DOCUMENT EXPE 
r: expert testimony 1 


HANDWRITING & 





Ww ANTED TO. ‘PURCHASE 


OOD USED 
] 
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Ss 


CREDIT REPORTS: 


NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 


WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manager 
MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N. J. 
PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 
WIRE: Union, N. J. 


A.L.R. VOLS. 120 ‘TO 175 
to date, all dige i 




















ROY GRIFFITH JONES 
PATENT ATTORNEY 
Formerly Patent Advisor, 

U.S. Gov., Dept. of the Army 





Chamber of C ce Bidg., 
24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-6136 











NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 
ATTORNEY 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. 


Mitchell 2-1406 
Services avatiable to attorneys only 

















Organized by N.J. Lawyers - 





Preferred By Lawyers Over 30 Years 


For Our Unique Personal Service 


Sau -yeus -Elinton 


TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 
OF NEW JERSEY 


Title Insurance Agencies In 


CAMDEN @ FREEHOLD @ MorristOWN @® New BruNSWICK 
PaTERSON @ Riversip—E @ Toms RIVER @ TRENTON 


16 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. . 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST., HACKENSACK 











Operated for N.J. Lawyers 






Mitchell 2-7875 
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